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CURRENT TOPICS. 


Tue cHamBER work of the Chancery Division will, during the 
approaching Long Vacation, be transacted by the chief clerks of 
Mr. Justice Carrry. 





Ir 1s aynouncep that, in Court of Appeal, No. 1, the remaining 
three appeals from Mr. Justice Kay will be taken first, and sub- 
sequently the remaining appeals from Vice-Chancellor Bacon. The 
Second Division of the Court of Appeal will take only appeals from 
Mr. Justice Nortn and Mr. Justice Pearson. 





Ir 18 QUITE a new experience to find a post in any of the law 
offices advertised as being vacant, and full particulars given as to 
age, qualifications, and salary. Such an advertisement appeared 
last week with regard to the vacancy for a first-class clerk in the 
chambers of Mr. Justice Pearson. The appointment is, we believe, 
in the gift of the Lord Chancellor, and presumably the object of 
Mr. Justice Pzarson in directing the advertisement to be inserted 
is to discover the candidate whom he can most conscientiously 
recommend for the post. 





Tue catts for more judges on circuit have given rise to a good 


deal of inconvenience in the transaction of London judicial busi- 
ness. On Thursday the sitting of Court of Appeal, No. 1, was 
intermitted in consequence of the Master of the Rolls being sum- 
moned to the Old Bailey to supply the place of Mr. Justice 
Grove, who was ill. On Friday Lord Justice Fry is to sit with 
Lord Cotrrmer in a divisional court of the Queen’s Bench Divi- 
sion, and Lord Justice Bowxn is occupied at judges’ chambers ; 
hence, both divisions of the Court of. Appeal are compelled 
to take only interlocutory appeals. 





Fray IN THIS WEEK was a great day in connection with Parlia- 
mentary registration. The 15th of July is the end of the qualify- 
ing period of twelve months within which occupation voters must 
have occupied and paid rates, and the 31st of July is the date at 
or before which the overseers are to ascertain whether the conditions 
of the qualifications have been satisfivd, and to ‘deal with” the 
lists accordingly. The new precepts issued by clerks of the peace 
and town clerks to overseers provide a very complete calendar of 
dates, the precept and dates in schedule 2 of that Act being applic- 
able to counties, and the precept and dates in schedule 3 being 
applicable to boroughs ; but, as a general rule, the dates are the 
same in counties and boroughs. It is on or before the last of July 
that the overseers are to make out the great occupiers’ lists, upon 
which will be found the names of all that enormous body of 
persons, forming the bulk of the electors both in counties and 
boroughs, who are entitled, by reason of a ten pound occupation, 
or a household qualification, to be registered as voters by reason of 
occupation ; it is on or before the 31st of July that the “old 
lodgers’ list” is to be made out in boroughs (there is, of course, 
no ‘‘ old lodgers’ list” in counties this year), atid it is on or before 
the 3lst of July that the overseers are to ascertain, from the 
relieving officer acting for the parish, the names of all persons 
who are disqualified by reason of having received parochial relief, 
and the relieving officer is bound to produce at such place 
in the parish, and at such times as are required by the overseers, 
the book in his possession, containing the names of such persons 
(see paragraphs 31 and 34 of the county precept, and paragraphs 





29 and 30 of the borough precept.) The lists are directed to be 
published on or before the 1st of August, and will be followed by 
such supplemental lists, if any, of enfranchised paupers and police- 
men as Parliament may prescribe between that date and the pro- 
rogation. 





Tue perciston of the Court of Appeal in Haywood v. Silber, 
which we report elsewhere, should be noted as relating to a point 
which not unfrequently arises in the discussion of the terms of 
underleases. A common provision in agreements to grant under- 
leases is that the underlease shall contain ‘‘such covenants as are 
contained in the original lease,” or ‘‘ provisions in all respects like 
those in the original lease,” or like expressions. An obvious diffi- 
culty arises as to the meaning of these phrases. Is it intended 
that the provisions shall be the same or similar? Is the under- 
lease to be in the same form as the original lease, the names of 
parties only being changed, so that the underlessee shall, in certain 
respects, be under the double control of the underlessor and the 
original lessor ; or is it meant only that as between the underlessor 
and the underlessee the provisions shall be similar to those in the 
original lease? The question usvally arises with regard to the 
covenant against assigning or underletting without consent. Is it 
to be provided in the underlease that the consent of the original 
lessor shall be obtained, or the consent of the underlessor? In 
the case of Williamson v. Williamson (L. R. 9 Ch. 729), James 
and Metuisu, L.JJ., held that, under an agreement for an under- 
lease ‘‘to contain provisions in all respects like those in the 
original lease,’ the consent of the original lessor could not be 
required to be obtained, and we confess that the reasons given by 
the learned judges for their decision have always appeared to us to 
be unanswerable. We think, with Lord Justice Meruisn, that “‘ it 
would be a most extraordinary and arbitrary provision to require 
the consent of any person but the owner of the [immediate] 
reversion, as he alone can act if the covenant is broken.” The 
Court of Appeal, however, in Haywood vy. Silber, have 
seriously trenched on this doctrine. They seem to have held that 
wherever the property to be comprised in an underlease is part of 
a larger property, and there is “a leasehold community, the various 
parts of which are dependent upon each other, and are presided 
over by a hospital,” the construction to be given to agreements of 
the kind above mentioned is that the underlease shall be a copy of 
the original lease, and that the consent of the original lessor to 
assignment or underletting by the underlessee must be required to 
be obtained, and the control of the original lessor in other respects 
must be retained. In the recent case the “ leasehold community” 
was composed of the leaseholders of the estate of St. Bartholomew’s 
Hospital. It remains to be seen whether a smaller number of 
lessees holding from one lessor will be held to constitute a 
‘leasehold community,” and whether a private lessor will be con- 
sidered to ‘‘preside”’ over the ‘“‘community.” A hospital is certainly 
a remarkable sort of “‘ president ” for a “‘ community.” 





May A TENANT FOR LIFE exercise his statutory powers, pending 
an administration action, without the leave of the court? This 
question arose in the case of Re Earl Oardigan’s Settled Estates, 
Cardigan v. Ourzon-Howe, reported in another column. We do 
not see any strong reason to object to the decision of the learned 
judge, but we see much to object to in the reasoning by which he 
seems to have arrived at it. After all, even a trustee for sale can 
sell under such circumstances without the court’s leave, though he 
would be acting very improperly, and might be running some risk, 
in doing so. It is all a question of the discretionary supervision 
which the court exercises over the ings of trustees ; and it 
may very possibly be true that, in the case of a tenant for life, 
there is less reason for strict supervision than in the case of a 
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trustee who has no beneficial interest. If the learned judge had 
grounded his decision upon these reasons, which, whatever may be 
their weight, are manifestly relevant, we should have had nothing 
to do but to defer to his judgment. But he adopted a totally 
different line of reasoning, which we find it much more difficult to 
follow. Of course, therecan be nodoubtthat ‘‘the general policy of the 
Settled Land Act, as deduced from its particular provisions, was to 
confer on the present generation of landowners a greater power of 
alienation than they possessed at the passing of the Act;” and it 
may be said very reasonably that the effect of the Act is “‘ to give 
the tenant for life an overriding power, and to preclude the settlor 
from destroying ’’—here the learned judge added, with less obvious 
propriety, “and the tenant for life from impairing ’’—“ that 
power.” But we must deliberately affirm, after having perused 
the Act a great many times, and with all the attention of which 
we are capable, that it contains nothing to suggest that it 
intended to confer upon the tenant for life any greater powers 
than could by possibility have been conferred upon him by the 
settlor before the passing of the Act. On the contrary, some of 
its provisions seem to be designed to prevent his statutory powers 
from exceeding the possible extent of powers given by the settlor. 
Therefore, if the solution of the present question depended upon 
the extent of the powers of a tenant for life, and not merely 
upon the court’s discretionary supervision of their exercise, we 
should see much greater reason than we now see to question the 
riety of the decision. And we see great reason to fear, if 
udicial conclusions are to be drawn, not from the Act’s language, 
t from sweeping propositions about its ‘‘ general policy,” that 
the law applicable to the dealings of tenants for life will come to 
vary with the “length of the judge’s foot.’’ It is, indeed, 
notorious that some symptoms of this result may already be 
plainly discerned. 





Ix coxwectioy with the Criminal Law Amendment Bill, con- 
siderable controversy has arisen as to the age at which it would be 
proper to make illicit intercourse a crime. Under the present law 
(Offences against the Person Act, 1875) it is a misdemeanor, 
whether there be consent or not, if the girl be under thirteen. In 
the Bill as sent down from the House of Lords this age is raised to 
fifteen, but there appears to be a fairly general consensus of 
opinion that it ought to be raised to sixteen. It is, we think, 
material to point out, in connection with the subject, that, 
by the common law of England, a girl can consent to marriage at 
the age of twelve (a boy being able to consent at the age of four- 
teen), and, even under that age, a marriage is not absolutely void, 
but only inchoate and imperfect, either of the parties being able to 
disagree on coming to the lawful age, and to have the marriage 
declared void (Co. Litt. 79b). Surely the time has come for 
raising these ages from their present absurdly low limit. It was 
not without reason that the Criminal Law Consolidation Act of 
1861 fixed the age of consent to illicit intercourse at twelve, as that 
was the age at which marriage could then (and can still) be con- 
sented to. But we think that raising the age of consent to 

to sixteen would not only be logical and in harmony with 

| opinion, but would also do something towards checking the 

peuperism of the country by discouraging the disgracefully early 
marriages which are one cause of it. 





Oxe oF THE LEARNED svpors of the Chancery Division was 
ast week occupied with a case, involving prolonged investiga- 
v ohoe help of numerous affidavits, of an alleged nuisance 


Bk 


caused by barking of 2 dog. The nature of the bark com- 
plained of was described as a “ double yelp,” and the animal pro- 
ducing it was alleged, on the one hand, to be a “ thoroughbred 


mongrel,” and on the other was described as being a “ high-bred 
retriever.” The learned judge inquired whether the “ four-footed 
criminal” was in court, and on a subsequent day he was in 
attendance. His demeanour was eminently proper, and all that 
could be desired in a dog produced as an exhibit toan affidavit. It 
be doubted, however, whether the disposition or noisiness of 
cam be accurately judged from his behaviour in such 


r. 


DAMAGE TO CROPS BY GAME. 


Tue decision in the recent case of Farrer v. Nelson (33 W. R. 
800) is likely to cause dismay in country houses. It was laid 
down by a divisional court, in effect, that wherever a farmer 
can prove (1) that he has sustained damage from the game bred by 
a neighbour, and (2) that such neighbour keeps on his land more 
game than can be bred thereon “in the ordinary course of nature,”’ 
the farmer is entitled to recover damages for the injury caused to 
his crops by the neighbour’s game. Now, as everyone knows, the 
rearing, otherwise than ‘‘in the ordinary course of nature,” of 
pheasants is universal among game preservers; pheasants are 
rapacious and roving creatures; times are bad for farmers, and 
county courts are economical and expeditious tribunals; we have, 
therefore, a combination of circumstances likely to result in 
considerable litigation. Apart from a practical difficulty to be 
hereafter mentioned, a farmer who happens to be neighbour to 
one or two ardent game preservers, not his landlords, would, 
indeed, find in the recent decision a perfect mine of wealth. He 
would probably follow the example of certain recent companies, and 
appoint not merely a solicitor, but also a ‘standing counsel,”’ to 
conduct his perennial litigation; he would employ a private 
detective to work up statistics as to the contents of the neighbours’ 
pheasant coops, and watchers to ascertain how many pheasants can 
be seen at one and the same time running about among his own 
grain crops ; whence they come and whither they return. In fact, 
to the numerous farm-books understood to be kept by the modern 
scientific agriculturalist, there would have to be added a game day- 
book and game ledger, and, on the profit side of his annual balance- 
sheet, compensation for damage by game would be likely to figure 
as a considerable item. 

The question which was decided in the recent case has not, so 
far as we know, been previously decided in modern times in a case 
arising between neighbours. There are, however, many decisions 
in the old books upon actions by farmers and landowners to 
recover damage for injury occasioned to their crops by game kept 
on their neighbours’ land. Such actions were invariably scouted ; 
many highly technical, and sometimes very strange, reasons were 
assigned, but the real motive for the decisions seems to have been 
the consideration of the multiplicity of actions which would arise 
if such a right of action were permitted. Thus, in Boulston’s case (5 
Co. Rep. 104 b), it was resolved that ‘‘ none may now erect a dove- 
cote but the lord of a manor ; and, if any do it, he may be punished 
in the leet, but no action on the case les by any particular man, 
Sor the infiniteness of actions that may be brought.” And in the 
same case it was adjudged that ‘‘if a man make coney-burrows in 
his own land, which [conies] increase in so great number that they 
destroy his neighbour’s land next adjoining, his neighbour cannot 
have an action on the case against him who makes the said coney- 
burrows ; for, so soon as the conies come on his neighbour’s land, 
he may kill them, for they are fere nature, and he who makes the 
coney-burrows has no property in them, and shall not be punished 
for the damage which the conies do in which he has no property, 
and which the other may lawfully kill.” In Bowlston vy. Hardy (Cro. 
Eliz. 547), probably the same case, it was held that an action did not 
lie by the owner of lands against a neighbour who had made coney- 
burrows in his own land, ‘‘ and put conies in them, which increased to 
a great number, and went into the plaintiff’s land and destroyed his 
corn.” Anderson, J., said that, ‘‘ although one hath conies in his 
land, he hath not any property in them, because they be fere 
nature ; and to have an action against one for damage done by 
savage and wild creatures, wherein he hath not any interest, and 
they cannot be known whether they come out of his land, is 
unreasonable.” And Anderson and Beamont, JJ., agreed that 
“the putting the conies on his own land is not any tort, and, if 
there be any wrong, it is by the conies themselves, who are 
fera natura, wherefore, it is not reasonable to punishmany other.” A 
similar view was taken in Hinsley vy. Wilkinson (Cro. Car. 387), where 
an action was brought by a copyholder against the defendant, who, 
being seised of parcel of a wood adjoining to a common, part of the 
wastes of the manor, “ maintained conies in the said wood, which ran 
out thereof into the common, and ateup the common.” Counsel for 
the defendant in this case urged that if the action were maintain- 
able “there would be multiplicity of suits, for every commoner 
would have an action, which ought not to be suffered.” ‘ And 





here,” he added, ‘is no more cause of action than when one 
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suffers his doves to fly into the corn adjoining, for which 
clearly no action lies, for it cannot be known whose doves they 
be.” ‘‘ And so,” says Croke, “held all the justices here, besides 
Berkeley, who doubted thereof.” 

It will be observed that, in the recent case, the learned judges 
admitted that no action will lie against the owner of land 
for damage occasioned by game bred thereon ‘in the ordinary 
course of nature.’? Mr. Baron Pollock is reported to have 
said that it was clear that ‘‘a person may keep on his land any 
quantity of game that can be bred thereon in the ordinary course of 
nature; but the moment that is departed from, and the breeding is 
not natural, I think the right is exceeded.” The suggestion to 
which this doctrine is probably due is to be found in the judgment 
of the late Lord Romilly in Birkbeck v. Paget (31 Beav. 403). In 
that case the question arose whether a demise to the plaintiff of 
the exclusive right of sporting over a farm justified the plaintiff 
in turning out on the farm game not bred thereon in the ordinary 
way. The defendant was the occupier of the farm, and alleged 
that great damage had been occasioned to his crops by the plaintiff’s 
turning out on the farm rabbits, and breeding and turning out on 
the farm pheasants. The Master of the Rolls said that he saw 
nothing in the sporting lease to justify the course alleged to have 
been pursued by the plaintiff, and he added that, if the fact was 
that the plaintiff “had turned out a large quantity of rabbits 
and pheasants, so as very seriously to injure the defendant’s 
crops, I am not at all clear that he would not be justified 
in keeping’ down the excess, I think I could not prevent the 
defendant from reasonably exercising the right of keeping down 
any excess of rabbits which have been brought on the farm.” This 
is in accordance with the doctrine laid down in the old cases above 
referred to. 

It is easy to see that several questions are likely to arise out of 
the recent decision. One of them is the difficulty referred to 
above as likely to stand in the way of the farmer. It seems to be 
admitted in the judgment of Mr. Baron Pollock, that the owner 
of land is justified in bringing or rearing game on the land in 
order ‘‘to replace the natural stock’ shot down in the previous 
year. The stock of game in that case is not greater than it would 
be “in the ordinary course of nature.” It is only when he brings 
or rears artificially on his land more game than is needed for this 
purpose that he “exceeds his rights” and becomes liable for 
damage done to his neighbour’s crops. If the neighbour can show 
that he has artificially reared no more game than he shot, the 
farmer will have no remedy. It appears, therefore, that, not 
only must the farmer keep his set of game-books, but the game 
preserver must, for his own protection, keep an accurate record 
of all the bags of the season. 








THE ORGANIZATION OF A SOLICITOR’S 
OFFICE. 


IIIL—ORGANIZATION WITH SPECIAL REFERENCE TO 
NON-CONTENTIOUS BUSINESS, 


INVESTIGATION AND. DEFENCE OF TITLE. 


THE subject of this article divides itself naturally into the processes, 
on the one side, of perusing an abstract of title, comparing it with the 
title deeds, and preparing requisitions; and, on the other side, of 
producing the evidences of title, and answering requisitions. We 
will take each of these in turn, 

1) The perusal of an abstract, This isa duty which some solicitors 
habitually perform themselves, others remit to counsel, and others 
again duplicate by personal perusal followed by the placing of the 
abstract before counsel. In exceptional cases, the general course 
gownes by a solicitor in practice will, of course, be varied in the 


irection of one or another of the alternative plans. 

Of the first of these methods it would hardly be contended by an 
solicitor that it is sound or right. The best reasons in favour of it 
must needs be of a semi-apologetic character—that it is not worth 
while for two people to do the work of one; that it is better in the 
client's interests to employ a conveyancing counsel to advise on tit) 
than for the solicitor to undertake the whole burden and responsi- 
bility of the investigation ; that if this be so, it really is hardly worth 


een iny. But ot ee to all this is, that Se of the 
solicitor are not limited to ing papers to sending 
to get them back again. The abstract i him as 
the direct and immediate legal adviser of his client. It may well be 
that his client will gain im a very large number of cases by the 
employment of counsel, but he certainly will not gain by his solicitor’s 
adopting a regular habit of abdicating in favour of counsel altogether, 
and making no attempt to follow the title and the points arising in 
the course of its investigation. And can anything ee igni be 
imagined than that a solicitor, whose name is on the back of every 
paper, should play the réle of indorsing, without any exercise 
whatever of his own intellect, every word that his counsel writes ? 
We are not suggesting that every word written in such a case by 
counsel may not be perfectly sound and to the point. What we sey 
is, that, counsel or no counsel, the client is entitled to the benefit of 
his solicitor’s mind, and that this benefit operates in various wa: 
beyond the limits of the ground covered by a counsel’s opinion. If 
solicitor or a competent representative does not peruse the abstract, he 
will not have his mind with the knowledge that should 

its comparison with the deeds ; his counsel’s opinion as to the points 
which arise for inquiry or requisition will not be intelligible to him, 
and he will, as a n consequence, be unable to form any 
reliable opinion for himself as to the degree of practical importance 
attaching to each particular point. His client, in short, though he 
may, perhaps, be unaware of it (a circumstance which in no way adds 
to the glory of the solicitor’s proceeding), will lose the benefit of 
services to which he is entitled, and for which, not to mince matters, 
he will have to pay. 

An intelligent perusal of the abstract by the solicitor appears to us, 
therefore, to be a matter of course incident in the investigation of 
title. As to the mode of perusal, some amount of note-taking is 
desirable, though not a great deal. We have not much faith in the 
practical advantages gained by fully epitomizing abstracts as a mode 
of grasping their contents, otherwise than in a most brief and elliptical 
form. The key-note to be steadily keptin view is the chain of trans- 
mission which eventually brings the ownership down to the persons 
who purport to be competent to sell, or mortgage, or settle the 
property. If, by the road, any collateral interests a wer, 
annuities, or what oe if — — affect “Soe On or 
interests constituting the proposed subject of conveyance, should 
No huted ie guahae te atm which, if not cleared out of the way 
satisfactorily, at a later stage of the abstract itself, should form the 
subject of a requisition. Again, if any special incident affecting the 
title is disclosed, as, for instance, in the shape of an exception or 
obligation, it should be noted asa subject for consideration by the 
light of the contract, if any; and, if there is any apparent imperfec- 
tion in the abstract, it will be ially rese for the stageof 
comparing the deeds. By these means the solicitor will place himself 
in a position to examine the abstract with the deeds, and to frame 
any necessary requisitions ; or, if he resorts to counsel’s aid, to com- 
prehend the why and wherefore of every part of the opinion on title, 
and bring his own independent judgment to bear on it, with a due 
regard to the relative importance of the different points involved. 
The object of employing counsel is not to supersede the brains or 


“< 


industry of the solicitor, but to superadd to them the assistance of a 
highly-trained ialist. 
%) The comparison of an abstract with the title deeds. The first 


point here is when should this be done. Supposing, for imstance, 
that it is intended to employ counsel to advise on the title, should the 
abstract be sent to him before or after it has been examined with the 
deeds ? On the one hand, the examination may serve to clear up 
slips or inaccuracies in abstract which would otherwise lead a 
learned counsel into needless es and blind alleys, and may 
supply omissions of matter which may sometimes be of serious 
moment. On the other hand, some pomt may be slipped on examin- 
ing the abstract which would have been present to the mind had’ 
the opinion been obtained in the first instance. These arguments are 
pretty nearly balanced, but the scale weighs down, in our j 
on the side of submitting an abstract for counsel’s perusel 
examining it with the deeds. If the aid of counsel is not resorted to, 
the solicitor’s should of course, precede the examination of 
the abstract with the deeds. 

Tn our observations last week on the preparation of an abstract, we 
adverted to the amount of general and i knowledge requisite 
for performing that task efficiently. @ same observations 


Al 


ie 


and apply in an ascending scale, to the examination of an 

with the deeds, We say in an ascending scale for two reasons. First, 
the exercise of a higher of scientific Ww: is called for; 
and, secondly, the uences of a mistake may be infini more 
serious. A mistake in the must 
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while for the solicitor to peruse the abstract when he will immedia 
afterwards place it before a learned conveyancer for sitenabeaetaal 


material omission or inaccuracy is set right at the 
stage of examination, the mischief may be most serious and 
able. And whatever ity may be shifted on to the 
of counsel, this one, at must rest with the solicitor. ex- 
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amination of a long abstract is a wearisome proceeding, and the 
droning voice of a clerk who is reading it aloud by the hour distinctly 
conducive to somnolence. But if the mental faculties and vigilance 
of eye are relaxed, the after-consequences to the solicitor may be of a 
most awakening description. It cannot be too thoroughly recogni 
that this duty cannot with impunity be played with or slept over. 

(3) The preparation of requisitions. is will represent either the 
actual originating and framing of requisitions, or only the adaptation 
of an opinion of counsel. In the former case, the solicitor depends, of 
course, solely on his own lights, and as we are not writing a treatise on 
conveyancing, our observations on this head are necessarily confined 
to a few very general comments. In the first place, we are free to 
say that there is a tendency to overdo requisitions on title, based 
apparently on the impression that a certain tally of inquiries must be 
made tary ory This merely leads to needless trouble, and it is 
self-evident that the thoroughness of an investigation and the 
number of requisitions do not necessarily bear any relative propor- 
tions to each other. A title may be so good or so well cell ty 
conditions that there may be no loophole fora single effective requisi- 
tion. It may, on the contrary, be so bad or so imperfectly protected 
as to open fi tes to objections of all kinds. As a ground-work 
for requisitions there are certain rules of law—as, for instance, the 
law as to dower and as to succession duty—to be borne carefully in 
mind for practical application in this connection where they do or 
may arise. And beyond these it is necessary to track the title from 
step to step, to see that the events which have happened, and of 
which reasonable evidence is afforded, have at last eventuated in dis- 
closing the exact right claimed to be , without qualifica- 
tion. or limitation. Anything which can form the subject of 

itimate inquiry under either of these heads is a proper requisition, 

it be excluded by express stipulation ; but inquiries which are 
really immaterial or fly directly in the teeth of an express stipula- 
tion, excluding the right to make them represent pure and simple 
waste of time and trouble to those who frame and those who have to 
deal with them, and while the former are free ts in the matter, 
the latter, at least, are entitled to reasonable consideration. 

The alternative which we mentioned of framing the requisitions on 
the groundwork of an opinion of counsel calls for no remark beyond 
the obvious one that the opinion should not blindly be copied or 
ada: verbatim. There may be points or words of advice in it in- 

only for consideration by the solicitor, and in some cases also 
the solicitor’s client, and which it is not only needless but injudicious 
to convert into s requisition and disclose to the other side. A 
ridiculous, though harmless, illustration of a too literal conversion of 
an opinion into requisitions is often furnished by a concluding 
requisition in the following words: ‘‘ The usual searches will be made 
against A. B.” What reply can a vendor or mcrtgagor be supposed 
to make to such an observation other than whatever may S the 
equivalent in black and white of a polite bow ? 

(4) Deducing evidence of title and answering requisitions. We 
pass now to the side of defence of title. Of the two operations 
mentioned, the deduction of ~ epi An means no more or less 
generally than giving inspection of the documents from which the 
abstract has been prepared, and it may, of course, be necessary to 
fortify this by extraneous evidence in the shape of statutory declara- 
tions or otherwise. Beyond the general remark that the solicitor 
should be careful, as a matter of business and of courtesy, to see that 
the documents of title produced for comparison with the abstract are 
carefully and intelligibly arranged beforehand, so as to subject the 
solicitor who examines the abstract to no needless delay or trouble, 
this matter does not call for remark. 

The answering of requisitions is at times a task of extreme delicacy. 
Points may be ingeniously unearthed of which it is extremely difficult 
to tell the ultimate bearing. Questions may be put as to which it is 
aot wad doubtful whether they are just within or just over the 

-line of a Aive condition. Requirements may be made 
calculated to a vendor or mortgagor pause and seriously 
consider whether or not to throw up the transaction if legally in a 
pxaition to exercise the option. An intimate knowledge of the title, 
shrewd calculation of the degree of persistence with which awkward 
porte are likely to be presse, a capacity for making half a loaf of 
evidence or information mt as nearly as possible the attractions 
A a whole loaf, firmness in resisting every encroachment on forbidden 
ground so as to prejudice the client's intereste—all these may be 
needed in particular cases. And there is one other quality of « much 
more tple kind which might, we think, often be cultivated to 
advantage—courtesy. There is « type, » very common type, of 
anawer to requisition which does no conceivable good, and there is 
#n attitude of mind equally barren of useful result. The one is 
represented by « comprehensive negative, expressed in various ways, 
bat always 2 direct and curt negative; the other is « determination 
to mmoche nAbing in any creumetances, whether harmless or other- 
wise. The former may be said to be the effect of which the latter is 
the cause. There are several ways of saying the same thing, and of 

identical sesulte 


one will leave behind a | dev 


a reasonable and courteous answer. This is not entirely a matter of 
sentiment, because the solicitor who receives an Oliver is tolerably 
sure to have (and, being mortal, to take) an early ig rosea d of 
administering a Roland. Without Suggesting that the language of 
chivalry would be appropriately introduced into answers to requisi- 
tions on title, we are decidedly of opinion that they might with 
advantage bristle very much less with intensity of refusal. 

For the rest, we will only add, on this last branch of the present 
article, that the task of answering requisitions should never be under- 
taken unless in the simplest cases, except by a competent conveyancer, 
thoroughly informed as to ee gag facts in the history of the 
title which affect the points dealt with by the requisitions. 








CORRESPONDENCE. 


ENTRY OF CAUSES FOR TRIAL AT ASSIZES. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) — ‘ 

Sir,—Allow me to draw your attention to an injustice which is 
done to plaintiffs by the new rule requiring causes to be entered for 
trial at the assizes several days (in some cases a week) before the 
commission day. Everybody knows that causes are frequently 
settled on the verge of the assizes, and the result is that, in every one 
of such causes, the parties are mulcted in the £2 10s. 6d. fees paid for 
entering. Is there no means of procuring their return ? 

Sunderland, July 23. RatPH Smey. 





THE YORKSHIRE REGISTRIES ACTS. 
To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. ] 

Sir,—Lord Wenlock has had remarkable success with his Bill ‘‘ to 
amend the Yorkshire Registries Act, 1884.” The Act only came into 
operation with the new year, yet it has been twice amended already. 
The first amendment was a mere verbal alteration; the second is an 
important concession to those whom Lord Wenlock represents. This 
latest Bill was ‘‘ ordered to be printed” on the 15th of June, and it 
received the Royal Assent on the 16th of July. It has met with little 
discussion and no alteration, and its very existence seems almost un- 
known to the community which it affects. To the larger class which 
will be concerned if Yorkshire method of waging deeds, 
as finally formulated, is to be the model of a future system of county 
registration, the new Act appeals with sume force. Recognition of 
its existence may be attained through your aid. . 

The effect of the last Amendment Act is twofold. It 
deals first with the technical question of caveats. Now a caveat 
is the newly-invented precursor of a purchase or mortgage 
deed. It is generally executed when the bargain is struck and 
the figure settled, but while the investigation of title and 
boundaries remains incomplete. It is registered, describing the 
land to be affected, and identifying the individuals by whom and in 
whose favour it is given. The result under the Act of 1884 was that 
for six months any assurance executed between the same persons took 
the date of the registration of the caveat, subject only to the effect 
of the existing law of bankruptcy. In fact, the ultimate deed might, 
during that limited time, be ‘‘ ante-dated.” Now, by the last Amend- 
ment Act, the clause, which had not time to grow old, is repealed 
and re-enacted, with alterations. The existence of the caveat is now 
prolonged indefinitely, and the ——- of the law of bankruptcy is 
no longer expressly preserved. The parties can fix any time during 
which it is to remain in force. This is not a formal or regular way 
of dealing with land, and it will probably be used, if the procedure 

roves sufficiently elastic, instead of the temporary mortgage by 
Seonalt . title deeds, which is now in vogue in the other counties of 
England. 
he second task of Lord Wenlock’s Act is to abolish what had been 
thought an integral part of the Act of 1884. In the whole Act, 
whatever its merits or demerits, there was no more striking or definite 
exponent of the policy adopted than section 15. Registration of a 
deed was thereby notice of the deed to all the world, and for all 
urposes whatsover. This clause, however, which was introduced 
into the Act in Committee at the urgent request of the Yorkshire 
law societies, has proved a mere experiment in legislation, for it has 
been in force only six short months, If the history of conveyancing 
is a history of shifts to avoid publicity, would not the two rules, 
taken together, that every deed must be registered and, when 
registered, ipso fucto known to all men, have done more than anything 
else to counteract the desire for concealment? Wow, as formerly 
under the Acts of Queen Anne and George IL., registration will not 
constitute notice unless the register has been actually searched, 
It will be seen that the alterations, now silently effected in an Act 
to which « bare half-year of probation has been given, aro by no 


means unimportant, though they may be few. This is the reason, 
Sir, why I = you * oe & now prominence to the latest 





two expesadions leading to 5 
sense A irritation and suncyance, and the other will be accepted as 


elopment 
Lincoln’s-inn, July 29, 


Ruoinacp J, Smiru, 
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CASES OF THE WEEK. 


COURT OF APPEAL. 


Venpor AND PurchAser—AGREEMENT TO GRANT UnpERLEAsE—‘‘ Usual 
Covenants ’?—CovENANT NOT TO UNDERLET WiTHoUT Licencr.—In a case of 
Haywood v. Silber, before the Court of Appeal, No. 2, on the 27th ult., a 

uestion arose as to the covenants which were to be inserted in an underlease. 
n July, 1882, H. took a lease of certain premises from St. Bartholomew’s 
Hospital. The lease contained covenants as to oe disputes to the 
governors of the hospital; as to the preparation of underleases, &c., by 
the solicitor of the hospital; and preventing H. or his assigns from 
underletting the premises for the whole or any part of the term without 
the licence of the hospital; with a proviso that no licences granted by the 
hospital should obviate the necessity of a further licence being obtained 
upon the occasion of any further dealing with the pro by H., or his 
assigns, or his or their underlessees. In December, 1882, H. 
agreed to grant an underlease of the property to S., the lease 
to contain all usual covenants (including a covenant not to under- 
let without the consent of H., such consent not to be with- 
held if the proposed tenant were ble), together with such 
other covenants as were contained in the original lease. H. inserted in 
the underlease covenants as to referring disputes, and as to the prepara- 
tion of documents, similar in form to the corresponding covenants con- 
tained in the original lease, and also a covenant preventing S. from under- 
letting without first obtaining the consent, not only of H., but also of the 
hospital. 8. objected to the insertion of the two first - mentioned 
covenants; and contended, further, that he ought not to be bound to 
obtain the consent of the hospital to his underletting. Pearson, J., 
decided in favour of H., and granted specific performance of the agree- 
ment. The Court of Appeal (Corron, Linpiey, and Bowen, L.JJ.) 
affirmed the decision. They held that the case was distinguishable from 
Williamson v. Williamson (L. R. 9 Ch. 729), which related to mining 
roperty. The present property was part of a larger one; there was, in 
act, a leasehold community, the various parts of which were dependent 
upon each other, and were presided over by the oe UNSEL, 
Cookson, Q.C., and F. Thompson ; Cozens-Hardy, Q.C., and 7. H. Carson. 
Soxrcrrors, Simpson $ Cullingford ; Paine, Son, § Pollock. 





Srarore or Luarations—3 & 4 Wit. 4, c. 27, s. 40; c. 42, s. 3— 37 & 
38 Vicr. c. 57, s. 8—Bonp To securE Dest cHARGED on Lanp.—In a case 
of Lindsell v. Phillips, before the Court of Appeal, No. 2, on the 22nd 
ult., an important question arose as to the effect of the Real Property 
Limitation Act of 1874 with regard to a collateral security by bond for a 
debt ch upon land. Section 8 of the Act provides that ‘‘no action or 
a suitshall be brought to recover any sum of money secured by any mort- 
gage, judgment, or lien, or otherwise upon or payable out of any 
land or rent, at law or in equity, or any legacy, but wi twelve years 
next after a present right to receive the same shall have accrued,’’ &c. In 
Sutton v. Sutton (831 W. R. 369, L. R. 22 Ch. D. 511, 27 Soxrcrrors’ 
Journat, 102) it was held by the Court of Appeal that, when the remedy 
under a mo: against the land was barred by the statute of 1874—i.¢., 
by the lapse of twelve years—the remedy on the mortgagor's al 
covenant to pay the mortgage debt was also barred, on the ground that an 
action on the covenant was an action to recover money secured upon land. 
Tn the —— case a mortgage of freehold and copyhold estates was, on the 
23rd of May, 1867, executed by P. to L. and A. tosecure a sum of £1,000, 
with interest. The deed contained a covenant iy Boe mortgagor with the 
mo: ees for payment of the £1,000, with interest, on the 23rd of 
November, 1867. On the 23rd of May, 1867, E. and C. gave to the mort- 
gagees a joint and several bond in the penal sum of £400. The bond con- 
tained a recital of the mo deed, and also a recital that the mortgagees 
had advanced the £1,000 to the mortgagor at the request of the obligors of 


the bond, and that at the time of the agreement for the loan of £1,000, and | in 


as a better security for the payment of it, it was agreed that E. and C. 
should execute a bond in the penal sum of £400, conditioned for the 
—— of £200, part of the £1,000 secured by the mortgage, with 
terest. And the condition of the bond was that, if the — 
should pay to the mortgagees the £1,000, with — ce 
with his covenant in the mortgage deed, the bond should be void. Down 
to December, 1877, the rents of part of the weniorent property were 
received by an t of the mortgagor, who the interest on the 
mo debt. ese rents then proved insufficient, and so continued 
until December, 1879, and the interest fell into arrear. In January, 1880, 
the 8 entered into ion of the whole of the mortgaged 
Ere Tianieeh atte keene Bak Te mene 
or Ow e bond de b © m 
In March the mo took out a cu oe for the administration of 
E.'s estate, of whi ey claimed to be creditors. Bacon, V.C., 
no opinion as to the effect of the statute of 1874, but he refused to grant 
administration, on the ground that he had a discretion in the matter, 
and that the plaintiffs ought to be left to their legal remedy. The Court 
of pod pee Linpiy, and Bowan, L.JJ.) reversed the decision, 
and granted administration. —- distinguished the case from Sutton v. 
Sutton on the ground that the obligation of the bond was not to pay 


part of the mortgage debt, but to another sum equal to that part in 

case the mortgagor shall fail in the fulfilment of his covenant. The bond 

was not, therefore, for the payment of money —— upon land.— 

} trong adhe ton; Upjohn. @ » # Co. 
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shorne, 


crrons, Stiddard, > UN 
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Locat Boarp—Fitiine vp Vacanciss—Qvuorum—IRrecuLaR ELEcrion 
—Vauiwiry or Acts or Boarp—Pusiic Heatru Acr, 1875, scuepvze 1, 
part 1, rz. 2, 9.—In a case of The Newhaven Local Board v. The Newhaven 
School Board, before the Court of A No. 2, on the 16th ult., a 

uestion arose as to the r of a board to fill up vacancies in 

eir number, and the ity of acts done by the board when irregularly 
constituted. By the Public Health Act, 1875, schedule 1, part 1, r. 2, 
** No business shall be transacted at any such meeting”’ (of a local board) 
‘unless at least one-third of the number of members be present 
thereat, subject to this qualification—that in no case shall a larger 
quorum than seven members be required.” And, by rule 9, “‘ The pro- 
ceedings of a local board shall not be invalidated by any vacancy or 
vacancies among their members, or by any defect in the election of such 
board, or in the election or selection or qualification of any members 
thereof.’’ By schedule 2, part 1, rule 65, “‘ An i 
by death, ation, disqualificati 
otherwise in a local board, shall be filled up 
qualified persons within six weeks, i 
Local Government Board may by order allow.” The action was brought 
to restrain the defendant board from building their schools in contraven- 
tion of a line of building pee to have been prescribed by the plain- 
tiffs, and the question was ibed. 
The full number of the board was nine. 
resigned. In May, 1884, those two members met and nominated three 
other ms as members; and, at an adjourned meeting, held on the 
same ay the five nominated four other persons as members, and, by the 
board thus appointed, the building line was prescribed. Since then a 
board had been elected by the a The intiffs moved for an 
injunction, and the defendants objected that the full number of the 
quorum, which was three, could not be constituted by the two remaining 
members, and that, consequently, there was no in existence when 
the building line was p ibed. Pearson, J. (ante, p. 554), held that 
the objection must prevail, and declined to grant the injunction. He 
held that the choice of members to fill casual vacancies was ** business *” 


when the building line was prescribed. The Court of Appeal (Corron, 
Lixptey, and Bowsn, L.JJ.) reversed the decision, holding that the pro- 
ceedings for the filling up of the vacancies were validated by rule 9. 
Corron, L.J., was of opinion that adding members to the board was 
* business’? within rule 2; it was the business of filling up vacancies, 
and this was something which two members could not do. But he thought 
that rule 9 applied. e first part of that rule seemed to apply to a 
defect in the election of the whole board, but the su uent words 
applied to elections of a member or members. Pearson, J., t that 
there was no board, and that, therefore, the rule did not apply, but his 
lordship could not agree in that view. The word “board” was used in 
the Act in two senses—meaning, in some cases, the corporate body, and 
in others the —— constituting the board. In this case it meant the 
co. tion. corporation not come to an end, but it still existed, 
and, in his lordship’s opinion, rule 9 cured the defect in the act of the 
two members. That which had been done by the board, though irregu- 
larly constituted, could not be held to be ineffectual. Lrvoiey and 
Bowen, L.JJ., concurred.—Covnsst, Cookson, Q.C., and Corrie Grant ; 
Cozens-Hardy, Q.C., and Ashton Cross. Soxrcrrors, Wood, Bird, ¢ Weed ; 
Speechley, Mumford, § Co. 
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HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. 


Practice—Inrerest—Costs—Dats oF CoMMENCEMENT oF IxTEREST— 
R. 8. C., 1883, Arr. H., Nos. 1, 3.—In a case of In re The London Wharf- 
ing and Warehouse Company, before Chitty, J.,on the 24th and 25th ult, 
the question arose as to whether interest on costs ordered to be bya 
judgment runs from the date of the judgment or the date of 

t was submitted that the practice under R. S. C., 1883, 
and the decision of 
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was payable, Currry, J., said that he had caused inquiries | 
the masters of the Supreme Court, with the result that 
to be now the settled ice that interest should ran 
of the judgment. He 
and he therefore held that the interest was payable as from 
Counssn, Northmore Lawrence > Ince, Q.C., and Ingle Jeyes. 
Stiddard, Gibson, ¢ Co. ; Kingeford, Dorman ¢ Co. 


R. S. C., 1883, orn, 25, x. 4—Procnspixes mx Lise or Dewvansa— 


Arruication To strike our Amgnpsp Starawent or Cham arren Denavery 
or Derence ro Oxtervan Srarewenr or Crarm.—In a case of Jenives % 
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claim, but nothing was struck out as regarded the first defendant. 
case as against him was not altered, and the same relief exactly was 
am oes He under rule 4 of arder 24, to have 
the amended statement of claim out, and the action dismissed, with 
costa, as against bim, on the ground that the amended statement of claim 
disclosed no reasonable cause of action against him, Praxsox, J., refased 
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the application. He said that regard must be had to the old practice of 
the of Chancery with regard to demurrers. The old rule was that 
a defendant who had answered a bill could not, when the bill was after- 
wards amended, demur to anything which he had already answered ; and, 
though the form of procedure had now been altered, this rule equally 
ap] The defendant, having put in a defence, could not now apply, 
under rule 4, to have the action, which, as against him, remained sub- 
stantially unaltered by the amendments, dismissed.—Counset, H. Terrell ; 
T. Lee Roberts. Soxtcrrors, Bridges, Sawtell, ¢ Co.; Toulmin, Smith, § 





Wrui—Vestep or Contincent Girr—Trust or THE Income or Stocks 
AND SHARES TILL ManrriaGeE, with DYREecTIoN TO HAND THEM OVER UPON 
Marriace.—In a case of In re Wrey, Stuart v. Wrey, before Kay, J., on 
the 29th ult., the point arose as to whether the following gift conferred a 
vested or contingent interest :—‘‘ Ali the rest of my stocks and shares, 
wheresoever and whatsoever invested, I give to my executors and trustees 
upon trust to pay the dividends and interest thereof to my great nephew, 
G. E. B. W., until his marriage, and at the time of his marriage to hand 
over the stocks and shures to the said G. E. B. W.’’ There was no gift 
over in the event of G. E. B. W. not marrying. Kay, J., held that this 
gift conferred a vested interest, being of opinion that if the handing over 
of the stocks and shares had been directed upon G. E. B. W. reaching a 
certain age, the gift would have been vested, and holding that the time 
fixed the period of his iage, must have the same effect.— 
Counset, Vaughan Hawkins ; Coltman. Soxxcrtors for all parties, Farrer 
$ Co. 


Serriep Lanp Act, 1882, ss. 3, 4, 31, anp 50—57—Powers or TENANT 
FOR LirE—TENANT FoR LiFk SELLING AFTER ADMINISTRATION JUDGMENT.— 
In the case of Re Earl Cardigan’s Settled Estates, Cardigan v. Curzon-Howe, 
before Chitty, J., on the 25th and 27th ult., the question arose whether 
a tenant for life of settled estates who had, in 1869, instituted and 
obtained a decree in a suit for the administration of the trusts of the 
settlement, was in a position to exercise, without leave of the court, the 
powers of alienation conferred upon a tenant for life by the Settled Land 
Act, 1882, the estate still being administered under the decree. The 
defendants in the action were trustees, with a power of sale. Currry, J., 
said that the general policy of the Act, as deduced from its particular 
provisions, was to confer on the present generation of landowners a 
greater power of alienation than they possessed at the passing of the Act, 
and the Act struck off fetters which, in process of time, had been placed 
upon the owners’ power of alienation. The powers conferred by the Act 
on a tenant for life were, by the terms of section 58, rendered paramount 
to the powers contained in the settlement. His lordship, in reference to 
sections 3, 4, 31, and 50—57, came to the conclusion that the effect of the 
Act was to give the tenant for life an overriding power, and to preclude 
the settlor from destroying, and the tenant for life from impairing, that 
power. It would, therefore, be very strange if a decree obtained in a 
suit instituted before the passing of the Act should limit the powers 
conferred upon a tenant for life. If the sanction of the court were 
necessary, that would be placing a fetter upon a power which was meant 
by the Legislature to be unfettered. He was not obliged to decide what 
would have been the case had judgment been eubsequent to the Act. He 
might, however, say that in that event, for similar reasons, he would 
have come to the same conclusion.—CovunseL, Romer, Q.C., and Nalder ; 
Ince, Q.0., and C, 7. Simpson; Ingle Joyce; Stallard ; Northmore 
Lawrence, Sorscrrors, A. R. § H. Steele; Bloxam § Ellison; Roopers ¢ 
Whateley ; Duncan Warren, & Gardner. 





Forrerrurg or Lire Interest In Event or Bankruptcy—DiIscHarGE 
or BanxrurT—RE-assiGNMENT BY TRrusTEE TO BANKRUPT BEFORE ANY 
Cram To Income.—In a case of Robertson v. Richardson, before Pearson, J., 
on the 16th inst., the question was whether a clause in a settlement, 
forfeiting a life interest in the event of the tenant for life’s bankruptcy, 
had taken effect. The settlement gave the income of a fund brought into 
settlement by the wife, after her death, to the husband for his life, 
provided that, if he should become bankrupt, or file a liquidation petition, 
the trust of the income declared in his favour should cease, and, during 
the remainder of his life, the trustees might, at their discretion, apply the 
income, or any part thereof, for the support and benefit of the husband 
and two children of the wife, or anyone or more of them. In August, 
1881, the husband filed a liquidation petition, and, in October, a trustee 
of his property was appointed. In December, 1882, the creditors granted 
hima arge, in consideration of the payment of £400 by his friends. 
The discharge was certified in January, 1883. In April, 1884, the wife 
died. The action was then brought by the infant children of the wife 
against the trustees of the deed, for the execution of the trusts of the deed. 
In May, 1884, judgment was pronounced for the execution of the trusts. 
In July, 1884, an order was made in the action, giving the trustees liberty 

-to pay the debtor £10 a week so long as he properly maintained the 
infants during their respective minorities, or until further order, and also 
giving the trustees power to apply certain specified sums per annum for 
the clothing, &c., of the infants during their respective minorities, or 
until further order. The trustee in the liquidation never made any claim 
to the income of the settled fund, but the liquidation proceedings had 
never been formally closed. In March, 1875, the trustee in the liquida- 
tion, in consideration of £175 = to him by the debtor, granted to the 
debtor all and singular the rea 


to which the debtor was, at the commencement of the liquidation, or 


and personal estate of whatever kind, of or | h 





subsequently to the date of his discharge, seised, possessed, or entitled ] 


(other than such estate as had been already received by the trustee). On the 
28th of March, 1885, an order was made in the action, giving the trustees of 
the settlement liberty to continue the —— to the husband, on his 
undertaking to apply all moneys so paid in (inter alia) properly maintaining 
the infant plaintiffs. This order was made without prejudice to any 
question. n the further consideration of the action, the question arose 
whether the husband had forfeited his life interest under the settlement. 
On his behalf, reliance was placed on White v. Chitty (L. R. 1 Eq. 372), 
Lloyd v. Lloyd (L. R. 2 Eq. 722), and Ancona v. Waddell (L. R. 10 Ch. D. 
157), as showing that the clause of forfeiture had not taken effect, 
because, before any claim had been made by the trustee to the income 
of the bankrupt, he had obtained his discharge, and the trustee had 
re-assigned to him all his property except what the trustee had already 
realized. Pzanrson, J., held that the forfeiture had taken effect. He said 
-that the cases cited were distinguishable, because in them the bankruptcy 
had been annulled before any income had accrued due which the trustee 
could possibly have received had there been no forfeiture clause. In the 

resent case, before the re-assignment by the trustee, income had accrued 

ue which, had there been no forfeiture clause, the trustee might have 
received had he chosen to claim it.—Counset, Haldane ; Cookson, Q.C., and 
J. W. Middleton ; Levett ; C. Church. Soutcrrors, Frank Richardson § 
Sadler ; Hatton § Westcott; F. G. §¢ J. G. Braikenridge. 





MIDDLESEX SESSIONS. 
(Before Mr. Forsytu, Q.C., and other Justices. ) 
July 25.—Kay, Appellant ; The Parish of Finchley, Respondents. 


In this case, Mr. sae Kay, of The Nurseries, Long-lane, Finchley, 
appealed against a gen district rate of 1s. 2d. in the pound. 

Forest Fulton appeared for the appellant ; Bartly Dennis for the respon- 
dents. 

It was stated that this was a friendly appeal, made in order to obtain a 
decision as to the interpretation of section 211 of the Public Health Act, 
1875. A sub-section of that Act provided that all woodlands, market 
gardens, or nursery grounds should be assessed at only one-quarter of the 
annual value. The appellant owned about two-and-a-half acres of ground, 
of which two acres were covered with glass-houses used for the purpose of 
forcing fruit and flowers for the early markets. For the appellant it was 
contended that such property came within the exemptions specified by the 
Act, In support of the appellant’s case, Mr. Charles F. Jones, surveyor, 
and Mr. Maris, of the firm of Protheroe & Morris, horticultural 
auctioneers, were called, and both stated that, in their opinion, the glass 
erections in question were nurseries, and that the appellant’s property 
could only be described as a market garden or nursery ground. For the 
respondents (the Parish of Finchley) it was contended that the Act was 
only meant to cover arable land or pasturage, or such gardens or grounds 
as were used to grow fruit and flowers by the agency of nature unassisted. 
In the present case there were no “ grounds,” all the growing being done 
in what were unmistakably buildings—horticultural buildings. The appel- 
lant had admitted that these buildings had cost him £7,000 to erect, and 
that he annually sold many thousands of pounds of grapes at from 2s. to 
12s. a pound, besides flowers, the profit from which equalled that made on 
fruit. The appellant had, in fact, as much advantage from the expendi- 
ture of the rates as if his pro was an ordinary manufactory, and he 
made his money by selling cloth instead of = ; 

The Bencu decided to allow the appeal. In their opinion the appellant's 
property was within the exemptions mentioned in the sub-section of the 
Act. In answer to Mr. Dennis, however, Mr. Forsyth said the opinion of 
the Bench was that it was by no means a clear case, and that they would 
certainly grant a case for a superior court. Each side must pay its wn 
costs.— Times. 





CASES AFFECTING SOLICITORS. 


Costs—TaxaTION—ALLOWANCE OF REFRESHERS TO OCouNSEL ON APPEAL— 
Discretion or Taxinc Masrer—R. 8. C., 1883, orp. 65, n. 27 (48).—In a 
case of Edgington v. Fitzmaurice, before Pearson, J., on the 27th ult., there 
was a question as to the allowance of refreshers to counsel on the hearing 
of an appeal which had as several days. Rule 27 (48) of order 65 
provides for the allowance cf refresher fees ‘‘ when any cause or matter is 
to be tried or heard upon vivd voce evidence in open court,’’ and also 
‘* when the evidence in chief is not taken vivd voce, if the trial or hearing 
shall be substantially prolonged’’ beyond the period of five hours ‘‘ by the 
cross-examination of witnesses whose affidavits or depositions have been 
used.”’ In the present case the defendants’ appeal was dismissed with 
costs. The hearing of the appeal occupied several days, but no evidence 
in chief was taken vivd voce, and no witnesses were cross-examined. The plain- 
tiff was represented on the appeal by three counsel—two Queen’s Counsel 
and a junior. The bill of costs of the plaintiff’s solicitor as carried in for 
taxation contained the following payments to the three counsel: the lead- 
ing counsel, fee on brief eighty eas, the second counsel, fee on brief sixty 
guineas, and the junior co » fee on brief forty guineas. (On the trial 
in the court pei the ay. Hick — “—- ym — res | ryan 
same counsel respectively : Eighty eas, fifty-five eas, ali y 
guineas.) The iil also contained watenhe of refreshers to each of the 
counsel, ry taxation the taxing master — for ba on the ae, 
respectively, eighty guineas, sixty guineas, and thirty- ty guineas, 

speed the amounts of the refreshers respectively to thirty guineas, 
fourteen guineas, and fifteen guineas. The defendants objected that 
refreshers could not be allowel of all because no evidence in chief had 
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been taken vivé voce on the hearing of the appeal and no witnesses had been 


cross-examined. The taxing master’s answer to the objection was that 
the amounts of the fees which he had allowed were to be taken as a wh 
and not as refreshers, and that he considered the amounts which he 
a ceseh the bok of regard "t — time —, in the hearing 
0 e appeal, the 0 , and the importance the case. The 
defendants took out a ried we med review the taxation, so far as 

the amounts of the refresher fees which had been allowed. It was 
contended that the taxing master could not allow refreshers indirectly 
when he could not allow them co nomine; that, having exercised his 
discretion in allowing fees on the briefs of a larger amount than the fees 
at the ——- trial, he could not again increase the amount of the fees 
which he had allowed; and that, at any rate, he could not allow fees as 
fees on the briefs exceeding in amount the fees which the solicitors had 
actually marked on the appeal briefs. Pearson, J., affirmed the decision of 
the taxing master. He said that the solicitor had made a mistake in 
supposing that refreshers to counsel could be allowed, and he had fixed the 
amounts of the fees on the briefs on the supposition that refreshers would 
be allowed. He had done by two steps that which he could properly have 
done by one, and there was no reason why this mistake should prevent the 
payment of fees which the taxing master — fit and proper under 
the circumstances, and which he would have allewed if they been 
orginally claimed as fees on the briefs.—Counset, 4. Young; Cozens- 
Hardy, Q.C., and Willis Bund. Soutcrrors, Markby, Stewart, § Co. ; 
Crowdy, Son, § Tarry. 





Soxtcrror AnD Ci1ent—Soticrror ror Co-DEFENDANTS—JoInT RETAINER— 
Co-pr¥renDANTs SEPARATING—DiscuarGE or Soxicrror—PriviteceD OCom- 
MUNICATIONS.—In the case of In re Flint, deceased, Coppock v. Vaughan, 
before Chitty, J.,on the 24th ult., being an action against three co- 
trustees for the execution of the trusts of a will of a deceased testator, a 
motion was made by one of the co-defendants to restrain the solicitors 
who had acted as solicitors in the action for the defendants, but had 
recently discharged themselves from acting for the applicant, from further 
acting in the action for the other two defendants. it appeared that the 
plaintiff alleged unauthorized investments and non-investment on the 
part of the defendants, and that the applicant was alleged by his two co- 
trustees to be in the event of any Tability, primarily liable. It was 
contended on behalf of the applicant that the cases showed that the 
principle was that no solicitor could act against his former client, citing 
Davies v. Clough (8 Sim. 262); Little v. Kingswood Collieries Company (26 
Soricrrors’ Journat, 475, L. R. 20 Oh. D. 783); Biggs v. Head (Sausse & 
Scully, 335); and Waller v. Fowler (Ibid. 369). Currry, J., said there 
was no precedent for the applicant’s proposition. The interference of the 
court was founded on the principle that a former client was entitled 
to protection st disclosures to an adversary of confidential com- 
munications made to the solicitor when acting for him. In the case before 
the court there was a joint retainer, and the solicitors had never previously 
to such retainer acted for the applicant. All the communications were 
made for a common purpose, and if the applicant had made any com- 
munications they were for the common benefit, and, in so far as the 
co-defendants were concerned in the action, were not confidential. It was 
said that there might have —— been confidential communications 
which as yet the co-defendants not been acquainted with, but that 
was immaterial. All that was material was that the object of the com- 
munications was a common one, and the solicitors would not be acting in 
contravention of their duty if they disclosed to the co-defendants any 
statements obtained from the applicant. In doing so the solicitors would 
not be violating any confidence, and it would be wrong to deprive the 
co-defendants of the services of the solicitors who had been acting for 
them. The motion was dismissed, with costs.—CounszeL, Whitehorne, 
Q.C., and R. F. Norton; Romer, Q.C., and W. Phipson Beale. Soxtcrrors, 
Pitman § Sons ; Sharpe, Parkers, Pritchard, § Sharpe, for J. ¢ J. Hibbert, 
Hyde, Cheshire. 





Sorrcrron—PartnersHip—Action—Oompromise—23 & 24 Vicr. c. 127, 
s. 28.—In a summons in an action of Rowlands v. Williams, before Kay, 
J., on the 28th ult., the point arose as to whether, under the circum- 
stances, a solicitor was entitled to a charging order under the 23 & 24 
Vict. c. 127, s. 28. Some of the partners in a business brought an action 
against the other partner for the dissolution of the partnership and the 
winding up of the business. The defendant partner counter-claimed. 
By way of compromising the action, an order was tap to between the 
dee for the taxation of the costs of the plain an 

tween solicitor and client, and staying all proceedings in the action, 
except for the purpose of enforcing an agreement, set out in the schedule 
thereto. The agreement provided for dissolving the ership, for the 
sale of the partnership property, and for the costs of the being 
paid out of the estate. The parties afterwards that all litigation 
should be put an end to, and the business carried on as before the com- 
mencement of the action. The defendant’s solicitor, by this summons, 
asked for a declaration, under 23 & 24 Vict. c. 127, charging his costs, in 
consequence of the order by way of compromise above to, upon 
the shares of the plaintiffs and defendant in the amy oe roperty, or, 
in the alternative (and this the defendant did not , upon the 
defendant’s share only. Kay, J., held that the solicitor of the defendant 
was not entitled to a charging order upon the shares of the plaintiffs, as 
they had not been recovered or preserved through his instrumentality, 
and that he could not enforce the order by way of compromise, the only 
persons entitled to do that being the ies themselves.—Counsz1, G, 
eee * Q.C., and Hadley, for the as tage vel B. B. Rogers, for the 

laintiffs. Soxrrcrrors, J. J. Wrentmore, for Speckett § Sons, Pontypridd ; 
iel Morgan § Son, for Morgan § Green, ‘Cardiff 





SOCIETIES. 


INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 
ApsournnED AnnvaL Meegrine. 


The adjourned annual general meeting of the In ed Law Society 
was held on Friday, the 24th ult., at the society’s Chancery-lane, 
the president, Mr. Henry Roscox, taking the chair. 


Meetings or THe Socrery. 


The Presrpznt: As this is the first time I have had the honour of pre- 
oe, Ti your meeting as president, I shall ask you to assist me with 
your best endeavours to conduct the proceedings at these meetings with 
order and propriety. Ido not say that with any feeling that ww have 
not been so conducted in the past ; but certainly occasionally the debates 
have been a little warmer than was _= p easant. I should always 
deprecate that. We are all very human in such matters, and no doubt it 
is difficult sometimes to answer a statement with which we do not agree 
in the most abso'utely tem manner; but every gentleman, in 
endeavouring to do so, will be doing what he can for the honour and 
dignity of the society, and particularly for the benefit of those 
gentlemen wko come here at personal inconvenience to 
attend these meetings. I shall only add that we are all busy members of 
a busy profession, and if the speeches can be curtailed and reduced as far 
as le, it will be found beneficial, and will be greatly appreciated by 
those on this side of the table, as I am sure it will be by those on the 
other. Before calling upon Mr. Fox, who, I think, is in possession of the 
meeting, and was ing when we were last here, I should like to say 
that I think it — to the members to say what Set deeah te = 
with regard to these evening meetings. e v az 
from wishing to do sStkie which in the opinion of the members of the 
society, would be likely to be for|their disadvantage generally, or for that of 
the profession at large, and we have, with the object of meeting these 
views of the members, increased the number of our general meetings, 
which formerly were very few—in fact, we had only one annually. And 
we have also our country meeting, which is of a very pleasing and agree- 
able character, and at which I shall hope to see many of the members who 
are here present next October. Therefore, we have really four general 
meetings in the course of the year, and I think, for all practical business 
purposes—and we are a practical and business-like —that is quite 
sufficient for the conduct of all business connected with the society, or of 
interest to the profession. I think this is shown to be so, because we do 
not find the variety of subjects discussed is very great. We have a great 
deal of discussion, but it generally arises to a very great extent upon one 
or two matters which are not of the greatest interest to the —— We 
have, for instance, a t deal of discussion upon the accounts which may 
or may not be de of such comments, but there is a great deal of 
time occupied with matters which I cannot myself think, and I do not 
know that the general members of the society think, to be of the highest 
possible importance. I think that if the e at these were 
occupied in a different way we might, perhaps, receive benefit from it. 
But, at all events, there is for the Seon of all reasonable and 
proper professional subjects, particularly subjects which affect the 
society ; and we do not think, looking to the fact the majority 
of our members in London do not live in the immediate neighbourhood of 
their places of business, and that a ee teen 
country, in which case it would be im ble to come up to attend evening 
meetings—looking-at all these we these e 
meetings would be a waste of time, and would degenerate into small and, 

haps, ignoble which would not be conducive either to the 
benefit or the dignity of the society. The council would, of course, make 
every effort to carry out the wishes of the members, but for these reasons 
we must although we can do no more, the passing this resolu- 
tion which Mr. Rubinstein has Iwill now call upon Mr. Fox 
to continue the discussion on the following motion :—* That it is 
desirable that monthly evening of the society should be held in 
London during the sittings of the law courts, for the ya ae papers 
and the discussion of matters of fessional interest; and that the day 
meetings in London at present held (except the annual general meeting 
in one and the general —e in January) should be discontinued. 

. Fox not being , 

Mr. Forp remarked that if the motion was adopted it would be productive 
of t good to the society. No more inconvenient time than two o’clock 
cou be selected, and only a handful of members could attend at that 
hour, and that handful was composed of members of the club who had 
come to lunch. : 

Mr. Day (London) rose to order. They were not discussing the club 

uestion. 
The Presrpgnt hoped Mr. Ford would try and keep the subject of the 
club out. 

Mr. Forp urged that if the meetings were held at seven o’clock in the 
evening they would be crowded with members anxious to take an interest 
in the affairs of the society. 

Mr. E. Krwezr (London) rose to support the motion. He did not agree 
with the president that the four general were sufficient for the 
discussion of topics connected with the society and the F sonetew He 
asked the council whether there was a single subject in the report which 
was ever adequately discussed at these meetings. 

The Parsrpent was afraid Mr. Kimber had already spoken. He seconded 
the motion. 

Mr, Kivser: I formally seconded it without speaking. 


ge 
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The Prestpent ruled that Mr. Kimber was not now_entitled to make a 
h 


Mr. L. M. Bren (London) said that there were not half-a-dozen 
members present who had been admitted less than six years. Most of the 
gentlemen present, he had no doubt, had able managing clerks to whom 
they could leave their business, but the younger members of the profession 
hesitated about joining the society because they could not attend these 
afternoon meetings. Monthly meetings in the evening would give the 
younger members a better chance of speaking as to the difficulties in the 
way of practice. Very few of the members present were conversant with 
the practice of judges’ chambers, and if the younger members were 
present they could materially assist as to the general work of solicitors. He 
asserted that the evening meetings would be well attended, and as a proof 
instanced the evening meetings of the other learned societies, where able 
papers were read, and the many who attended derived great benefit. 

Mr. Howterr (Brighton) asked that a little consideration might be 
given to the country members. The society would be bound by what 
took place at those meetings, and these daily meetings would, for the 
most part, be discontinued. The country members numbered between 
one-third and one-half of the whole body, and it would be utterly 
impossible for them to attend these meetings. Two o’clock in the day 
was a very convenient time for them, and many country members made 
very great sacrifices in order to attend; but six or seven or eight in the 
evening would be absolutely prohibitory. 

Mr.  cataamnc (London) said that only one of the daily meetings was 

to be abolished, and it would certainly be a convenience for 
lon members if they could discuss legal topics at the evening meetings. 
The daily meetings were more than sufficient to discuss the private 
business of the society. 
Mr. Levirtron (London) supported the moticn. He said the members 
of the club met here in the evening, and the argument that members 
would not be able to attend was, therefore, a weak one. 
Mr. Ku«ser again attempted to address the meeting, but was met with 
loud cries of ‘‘ Order!” 
The Presrpent: You are out of order. 
Mr. Kruser : I think’you are. I will show you that you are out of order. 
The Presment: I would rather not, please. I have ruled you out of 
order. If I am wrong, you must set me right in some other way. Iam 
presiding, and I must be allowed to decide. 
Mr. Pumuncone said that, if Mr. Kimber was dissatisfied, his proper 
course would be to move a vote of censure upon the president at the next 


meeting. 

Mr. Knasze: I dispute the ruling of the president, and I give notice 
that I will move a vote of censure. 

Mr. Bristow (London) said the real practical question was whether the 
members were so satisfied with the business done at the present general 
meetings as to wish to increase their number by ten, to be held at an 
altogether different, and perhaps inconvenient, time of the day. These 
meetings were intended to be meetings of the society—the resolution said 
so; they were to be for the discussion of matters of professional interest, 
which were exactly the subjects which were discussed at their ordinary 
meetings. It struck him, from the attendance at their present meetings, 
that a large number of the members had considerable doubt as to the 
utility or advantage to be derived from them. When he was president, 
he took a great deal of trouble to endeavour to get a good attendance at 
these meetings, and called upon a number of the leading members of the 
profession with this object, but he always got one of two answers—either 
that no good came of the meetings, for nothing was discussed which was 
of practical utility, or else he was told that the members had selected a 
number of gentlemen to represent them on the council, and they were 
perfectly satisfied to leave the affairs of the society in their hands. 
Looking at the butiness which took place, and taking the last three or 
four meetings as a sample, was it not a fact that nearly the whole of the 
business was initiated by two or three members, and that a great deal of 
it had — — time, if not in so many words, yet in substance, 
disposed previous meetings? And were not a great many of the 
Fag ar which were raised those which might much more eqgevguistely 

dealt with by the council? It was impossible to see that many of the 
matters forward were such as should be discussed at a general 
meeting, or their time should be taken up in hearing questions asked, 
or in getting questions answered which might much better have been 
answered by the secretary if the member had chosen to gotohim. For 
instance, one gentleman wanted to know if the lavatory had cost more 
than £00. He could have got the answer just as well from the secretary. 
And, if the meeting were told, there was not one in fifty capable of 
saying whether the iture had been wise or otherwise. The mem- 
bers simply said they wanted a lavatory, and they left the details to the 
council, trusting that they would carry them out with the same care that 
they would exercise in their own private houses. There could be no 
objection to the discussion of accounts as far as a matter of principle, 
bat the discussion was carried to much greater lengths, and it seemed to 
him that the gentleman who constantly put questions about the accounts 
might bear in mind that no two accountants ever had, or ever could 
possibly, ae y to the way in which figures ought to be stated. He 
Was eure , if that gentleman were to be brought to this side of the 


table and made the chairman of the Finance Committee, so that he had | treating a seat on 


fairness or propriety in resolutions being passed and going forth as being 
sunebelions of on meeting. It was clear that, after discussing 
subjects, they must pass resolutions, and one day they would find that 
some exceedingly small meeting had passed resolutions to which the 
members, both in town and the country, who had had no chance of being 

resent, were altogether opposed. One speaker had said they ought to 
so meetings for the benefit of the younger members. But was it not 
rather the case that the members would prefer not to be committed to 
resolutions passed by the younger members? They would rather have a 
little more mature judgment brought to bear ye them. But, if they 
wanted to have resolutions of that kind, was there any objection to a 
number of these gentlemen combining themselves into a sort of senior 
discussion class and confining the ves entirely to the consideration of 
papers on different subjects. But these must not be meetings of the 
society—that was the point he wished to impress upon the meeting. They 
must not pass resolutions, and the council must not be committed to 
anything they said or did. The case of the society was different from 
that of the scientific societies. These always had a number of objects of 
interest connected with new discoveries or something of that kind which 
constantly created fresh interest and brought the members together. The 
society really had nothiug of that sort, and were altogether a different 
body, and he held that it would be a very great pity if they had any 
more of these meetings. He was not sure that the present meetings 
helped to keep the society together, and he thought a greater number 
would probably, in the end, wreck the society. 

Mr. Rrcuarpson (London) had understood the president to suggest that 
the subject should be postponed until the October meeting. 

The Presment said he had simply expressed the views of the council, 
and then proceeded with the matter as it stood on the parer. 

Mr. Ricwarpson thought it would be better to postpone the further 
consideration of the matter. 

Mr. Newman (London) hoped the matter would be decided. He had 
not heard any convincing argument in favour of the motion. Meetings 
for discussion could take place by any persons who chose to call them, 
but the members did not want them as meetings of the society gud 
society. 

A Memser, whose name did not transpire, urged that the meetings 
should be tried by way of experiment. If there was no corresponding 
benefit, they might be abandoned. 
Mr. Rustnsrern, in reply, said there were two classes of business in a 
society like this to provide for, one relating to the constitution and 
regulation of the ty, the other to reading papers and discussing 
general questions of interest to the profession. The first, he admitted, 
need not be discussed at great length, but it was utterly impossible to 
properly consider the second at such meetings as were now held. After 
enumerating several subjects which ought to be considered, he urged that 
there would be no difficulty in getting the country members to come up 
in the evening to attend the meetings. If he might be allowed, he would 
suggest that the subject should be referred to a committee for considera- 
tion. 
The Presipent: You are not moving an amendment upon your own 
resolution ? 
Mr. Rusrsrern said he was only making a suggestion. The business 
which would be brought before the members at the evening meetings 
would ensure a full attendance. 
The motion was negatived by 67 votes to 19. 
Mr. Macanruvr said the majority included the club members. 
The Presrpent: It includes all those members present who desire to 
hold up their hands. 
County Courts. 

Mr. F. K. Muntow (London) moved the following resolution :~‘‘ That 
the county court report as visionally modified (after consultation 
between the committee and the council’s committee) be accepted, and 
that the council be requested to place the same before the Lord Chan- 
cellor.”’ He first pave a history of the proceedings which had resulted in 
the bringing up of the report, stating that three years ago at a meeting 
of the society a committee of the members was os ges to report on the 
whole subject of county courts. That commi reported that it was 
thought desirable that their report and the recommendations it con- 
tained should be considered by a sub-committee of the council. This had 
now been done, and the result was before the meeting, but nothing 
practical had yet been done with the report, and it was thought that the 
time had come when the society should adopt some of the recommendations 
which had been arrived at, y those as to which there was no 
contest of opinion. He then proceeded to speak of the chief matters 
dealt with. The original report was that of a committee of the society 
appointed at a general meeting to to the council on the practice and 
procedure of the county courts, and this report had afterwards been referred 
to a special committee of the council, whose report was also placed before 
the meeting. The committee reported that great care should be exercised 
in the appointments of county court judges, and aselection should be made 
from the roll of county court judges for promotion to the Supreme Court ; 
in populous districts talges at higher salaries should be appointed. The 
special committee, without ening an ogeaien as to the mode in which 
county court judges were #6. , was of opinion that the practice of 

he county court bench as a to further promotion 
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should be given to plaintiff and defendant to have their causes tried by 
a different judge in an adjoining circuit. The special committee could 
not adopt this suggestion. It might lead to op or delay, and 
would greatly increase the cost of litigation. The judge has power, under 
19 & 20 Vict. c. 103, s. 22, to change the venue, and they thought this 
ay soy might be made more useful by allowing the change of venue to 
dealt with by the registrar in chambers, subject to ap to the judge. 
The committee thought the same facilities should be given for enforcing 
county court judgments as were available in the case of superior court 
judgments. e special committee thought the practice with reference 
to enforcing judgments of county courts unsatisfactory, but that reform 
should be effected by improving the system of enforcing county court 
judgments. The committee were of opinion that the concise forms of in- 
dorsements on writs of summons prescribed in the new rules should be 
be made applicable to proceedings in the county court, and the s: com- 
mittee thought that all proceedings in common law, equity, admiralty 
should, as far as practicable, be commenced in the same way by summons, 
so as to accord as much as possible with the practice in the Supreme 
Court. Another recommendation of the committee was that all courts 
should, where practicable, open not later than 10 a.m., and the court 
should not rise before 5 p.m., unless the business be earlier finished. The 
registrar should, on the opening of the court, take undefended cases, and 
cases under forty shillings, unless either party object. Plaint note and 
summons should state at what hour the judge sits, euch hour bein 
adhered to. All cases not finished should be tried at a sitting to be hel 
within fourteen days, unless the parties agree to a longer adjournment, 
and monthly and bi-monthly courts should, as far as practicable, be held 
on the same day in the week; but the special committee thought this 
suggestion did not sufficiently allow for the fact that county court 
judges frequently travelled long distances to their courts, and were 
dependent on the railway. They believed that minute rules for the 
conduct of business applicable to the varying requirements of numerous 
courts could not be usefully or practically framed. Able men would be 
unwilling to accept appointments on the county court bench if they felt 
they could not be trusted to make the necessary arrangements for the 
proper conduct of their business. The reports further dealt with a number 

of subjects, such as order of hearing actions, issue of default summonses, 
scale of court fees, and so on; and the report of the members of the 
society concluded with the following p ph :—‘‘ Subject to the fore- 
going suggestions for the improvement in the practice and procedure 
being substantially adopted, the concurrent (but not exclusive) common 
law jurisdiction of the county court might be usefully extended to £200.’’ 
To this a note was appended as follows:—‘‘The recommendation for 
concurrent extension to one hundred pounds was unanimous, but that for 
two hundred pounds was carried by the casting vote of the chairman.” 
The special committee’s comment was the following sentence :—‘‘ With 
reference to the proposed extension of the concurrent (but not exclusive) 
common law jurisdiction of the county courts, the committee are of 
opinion that the consideration of this subject should be reserved until after 
the proposed measure entitled the Supreme Court of Judicature (District 
Courts) Bill has been reported on by the special committee of the council 
to whom it has been referred.”” They further made the followi 
suggestions for the extension of order 14 to the county courts:—‘‘ 1. In 
cases in which a default summons can now be issued for a sum exceedin 
£10 (i.e, in +e a action for a debt or liquidated money demand), the 
plaintiff should be at liberty, eight days after the service of the summons, 
to take out a summons, returnable before the registrar in chambers, callin 
on the defendant to state on affidavit whether he disputes the debt, or any 
part of if, and (shortly) on what grounds. The defendant should be 
warned not to make this affidavit merely for the sake of obtaining terms of 
payment. Where leave is given to defend, the costs of the summons 
should be made costs in the cause. The defendant should be informed, 
by notice indorsed on the summons, that if he has a defence to the action 
he must make an affidavit in answer to the summons, and that his costs of 
so doing will be paid if he succeeds in the action.” 

The Prestpent asked Mr. Munton if he would so frame his motion as to 
make it that the council committee be requested to reconsider their report 
with a view to further action on the subject in tonjunction with the outside 
committee. 

Mr. Munton : I want to go a little further, because we really want to 
get these resolutions to the Lord Chancellor. He thought the two 
reports should be referred ‘to three gentlemen, say the chairman of that 
society’s County Courts Committee (Mr. T. s), Mr. Marshall, of 
Leeds, and he (Mr. Munton) was willing, if the society wished it, to make 
the third, with a view of modifying the report so that it might be pre- 
sented by the council to the Lord Chancellor in such a form as would 
meet the views of the society committee, and at the same time meet the 
= of the council committee wherever they objected to any part 
of it. 

The Prestpent said Mr, Marshall had now drawn up the following 
resolution :—‘‘ That the council be requested to communicate with the 
Lord Chancellor so many of the recommendations of the report of the 
Committee on County Courts as they may agree with, and that the report be 
modified in accordance therewith and communicated to the Lord Chan- 
cellor;’’ then there would be, ‘‘and that Mr. Munton be requested to 
assist the council in making the necessary alterations in the report and 
recommendations.’’ 

Mr. Munron said he wanted this meeting to say that they were content 
not to hear of it again; that it was to go to two of three 8 who re- 


yovomntes partioular bodies, and that after they had met and varied the 
orm 80 as to carry out the various cngueiions, their re 

the council, and they would hear nothing 

cellor had replied to it. 


he to 
further until S Lae Chan 


& | prosecutions undertaken by the society during the year 1884? and, if 
in 


Mr. C. T. Saunpzrs seconded the motion. 
Mr. Forp supported the 
The motion was carried unanimously. 


Recistrar’s Fuss. 
Mr. Puttumore, according to notice, asked the following question :— 
‘‘How much was expended in 1884 by the society in their capacity of 
registrar of solicitors, and whether it is true that the expenditure exceeded 
the receipts from the statutory fees? ’’ 
The Passmpent said : The matter was really dealt with by Mr. Pennington 
in a very careful way on the last occasion on the accounts, 
but there is only one individual item, which is on the disbursements side 
of the accounts, which is affected, and that is the £419 18s. 4d. in respect 
of “e connected with the and issue 
certificates.’? We have to consider 


portion between the : 
general expenses of the society, it would be more than exhausted, as is 
suggested in the question. I know Mr. Phillimore does not like that 
mode of dealing with it, but we have done 
not attempt to apportion in figures the whole expenses between these 
three objects. All we can say is that that has 
done our best in the report to explain how that is. The council answer 
the question in that way, that the item I have read to , 
item which has reference to that subject, but that, if Regt ar yen 
of the general expenses were awarded to this object, they more 
than absorb all that we have received. 

Mr. Puiturmors said that the peomieas bot stated that the expenditure 
exceeded the receipts. He (Mr. Phil 
council only thought it gem 4 might do so. 

a a t might be put that way if Mr. Phillimore 
wished. 

Mr. Puttimore: But you don’t know. . 

The Prasipgnt: We cannot say, because we cannot apportion it down 
to pounds, shilings, and pence, exactly. We have no basis of apportion- 
ment upon which we could do it. 


Artictep Crerxs’ Fes. 

Mr. Purtttmore then asked, ‘‘How much was spent in 1884 upon the 
education and examination of articled clerks and persons intending to be- 
come articled clerks ?’ 

The Prestpenrt said this question was nearly the same. There were a 
large number of items which he had marked on sheet 
him, but with which he would not trouble the meeting, which were 
copecially with rogard to articled 
especialiy to 
vague item with regard to the apportionment, and the council con- 
sidered that more than the amount received from the Articled Clerks’ 
Fund was absorbed. 


Costs rrom Soxrcrrors, &c. 
Mr. Purumore further asked: ‘‘ Have 


why have the same not been accounted for amongst the receipts i 
annual financial statement, in accordance with the undertaking given 
? 


& | the ay eee at the last annual 


The Prestpsnt: This question was answered by Mr. Pennington on the 
last occasion. There was a small sum received by the council on account 


Mr. Puriirore asked that it might appear in the account in future. 


Examination Rooms. 


Mr. Puriumors again asked: “ Has rent been the society 
and, if so, how much, for the use of tne Aan hyped ay bee dpe me 


and others?’’ 

The Prestpsnt: Seven pos evn, Belk a this account. We 
found it necessary to hire additional on one occasion. 

Mr, Puritmors: Is that last year ? 

The Sscrartary: Last year. 

The Parsipsnt: Generally speaking, the accommodation afforded 
the building is quite sufficient ; but po Te wat there is a slight overflow 


Tus Accotnts, 

Mr. Puritrwore moved the following resolution :—‘‘ That this meeting 
requests the council, for the fu to separate annual accounts 
in respect of («,) the expenditure of the in 
8 the pon one aed in ; 
e. 


z 


The 
Se eae eee to a mess, and did not know how to get 
ou 
The Prestpant: Oh, no 
Mr. Puriirorr said he had received letters from solicitors in various 


parts of the coun i SS eee. The words of the Act 
Tne Gin hs oa ae to render an account, 

The Paxstpent: To a partioular authority ; and that particular authority 
to whom the account is rendered under the Act does not complain. 





Mr. Purtimons said that it did not follow that the account could not 
be complained of, and he should go to headquarters if he could not get 
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the matter remedied. He then went on to criticise several details of th® 
accounts. 
bona Parker asked if this was not out of order. The accounts had been 


The Prestpent asked Mr. Phillimore to confine himself as much as 
possible to the motion. 

Mr. Partumore continued, and was called to order several times. 

The Prestwpent said Mr. Phillimore was telling them exactly what he 
said at the former meeting. 

Mr. Puriimore said he would prefer to discuss the question with the 
council tag f because it was not a matter for a meeting like this. 
He urged that the Medical Council dealt with four distinct funds, and 
ge a accounts separate. 

. Forp seconded the motion, and said that an action would soon be 


pending calling upon the council to comply with the section of the Act of |- 


1877, which dealt with the fees received from articled clerks. 
Mr. Krner said it had been proved by Mr. Phillimore that more money 
‘was received from the articled clerks than was expended for their benefit, 
and the surplus was devoted to the benefit of the members of the club, 
because the articled clerks might otherwise have the advantage of the 
premises the club men occupied. 
The motion was negatived by 38 votes to 12. 


ts. 


Certiricate Dury, 

Mr. Purttmore moved: ‘That this meeting requests the council to 
urge upon the Government the propriety of abolishing, or at least modify- 
ing, the annual certificate duty by—(a.) equalizing the amount of town 
and country certificates ; (b.) intrusting the collection to the Income Tax 
Commissioners, with instructions to assess the duty in a similar manner to 
income tax—viz., by exempting those whose incomes are less than £150, 
with partial exemption for those less than £400.’ He said the secretary 
had received a circular advocating this, which was signed by a large 
majority of the solicitors in Nottingham. 

The Presrpent: No; not a large majority. 

Mr. Purtirmore said the number of signatures was seventy-one. He 
believed there were two petitions sent in from Nottingham and other 
towns urging the council to take action in the matter. He did not think 
a tax of this sort could fairly be placed on solicitors. The majority of 
eolicitors did not get the benefit of the half-duty, which was permitted 
for the first three years after admission, because they did not begin to 
practise within that period. 

Mr. H. 8. Carpecorr (London) seconded the motion. 

Sir Tuomas Patne (London) thought that, although it was not desirable 
to negative the motion, there were times and seasons for all things, and 
this was not the time to press it. They were all agreed that the tax was 
a@ disagreeable one ; at the same time, they were not the only profession 
subject to some such tax. He moved, as an amendment, that the meeting 
proceed to the next business. 

Mr. CuamBeRLAIN (London) seconded the motion. 

Mr. Purtimore suggested that the subject should be referred to a 
committee. 

The amendment was carried by 43 votes to 8. 


Tue New Lavatory. 


Mr. Macarruvr asked : “‘ What amount beyond the £500 charged in the 
account for the year 1883 has been expended on the new lavatory ?”” 
The Prestpent: My answer is £309 3s. 5d. 


Provincia, Merrie. 


Mr, Macarruvr asked : “‘ What amount has been expended in respect 
of the annual provincial meeting at Birmingham, separately from the 
‘postages and sundries’ with which it is mixed np in the annual 
account P’? 

The Prestpent: £36 14s. 


Tue CALENDAR. 

Mr, Macarruur asked: ‘‘ Whether it is intended to continue the 
publication of the Law Society’s Calendar, seeing that the loss thereon, as 
shown by the annual accounts, was, for 1883, £109 and upwards; and for 
1884, £395 and upwards ?”’ 

The Present: I should say that we are intending to proceed with the 
publication of the Calendar for at least one year more. We are making 
fresh arrangements under which it will be edited by Messrs. Kelly, and if 
they succeed we propose to go on with it. At all events, we intend to 
give it one more year, and sce how it succeeds. 


ReEGistRAR’s CERTIFICATES. 


Mr. Macarruvur moved: ‘‘That the amount received for the issue of 
registrar’s certificates during the year ending 1884, appearing to be far in 
excess of the amount required for the performance of that duty, the 
council be requested to reduce the amount required for each certificate by 
one-half in future.”” He said the accounts showed that the society had 
received £3,396, and had expended £419. That left a balance of close 
upon £3,000, which the council said was kept in discharge of a portion of 
the rent, services of the staff, and soon. He contended that £3,000 for 
these services was far too much, and that one-half would be amply suffi- 
cient to pay all the charges connected with that branch of the society’s 
business. Therefore, he submitted that the fee ought to be diminished 
by one-half. 

Mr. Cuartron (London) seconded the motion. 

The Presmeznt: The sum is fixed, by the regulations under the Act of 
Parliament, at 5s. We might, no doubt, proceed by way of appeal to the 
authorities to ask them to reduce the amount, but the council certainly do 


notpropose to do that. This society receives a considerable income from that 
source, and whether we should do very well without it I doubt; but, at 
all events, we do not propose to ask the authorities to reduce the fee. We 
think it quite time enough to do so when they make the suggestion to 
us 


The motion was negatived by a large majority, six members voting in 
its favour. 

Examination Fees. 

Mr. Macarruvr moved as follows: ‘That the amount received during 
the year ending 1884 for examination fees being greatly in excess of the 
amount required for the performance of that duty, the council be 
requested to reduce those fees for the future by one-half.”” He said the 
council received about £11,000, and spent about £4,000, and used the re- 
mainder for the general purposes of the society. 

The Presrpent: I think I may say that perhaps Mr. Macarthur hardly 
appreciates the amount of time and trouble the examinations and the 
articled clerks’ business generally necessitate, and the care and attention 
which are paid to it. 7 

Mr. Macarruvr said that the time the articled clerks occupied, and 
the room they required, could not exceed the room and the time occupied 
by the club. . 

‘The motion was negatived by a large majority, eight members voting 
for it. 
Mr. Forp’s Resoivrions. 

Mr. Ford had given notice of a number of motions and questions deal- 
ing with the bye-laws, the club, the Calendar, legal education, and other 
matters, but on the Presrpenr calling upon him to move the first resolu- 
tion standing in his name it appeared that he had left the hall. 

Mr. Ricuarpson said that the society ought to protest at finding the 
agenda paper filled, meeting after meeting, with notices of motion in the 
name of a gentleman who did not pay the members the courtesy of being 
present when the time came for moving them. They ought to protest 
against it. , 

eThe Prestpent: I don’t know, sir. Mr. Ford is generally very attentive 
at these meetings. I cannot complain of Mr. Ford beiug absent. 

A vote of thanks to the president, moved by Mr. Newmay, and seconded 
by Mr. Fixcu, terminated the proceedings. 








LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 


INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 


The following candidates were successful at the Preliminary Examina- 
tion held in July, 1885 :— 


Adams, Reginald Henry 

Allen, George William 

Allen, J. Edward T. 

Axe, John William 

Badham, Norman 

Baines, Henry Verdon 

Baker, Robert Benjamin 

Baker, Reginald Henry Thurlow 
Ball, Stanley Aubrey 

Barnes, Henry Pearcey Lewis 
Bell, Cecil Walker 

Bell, John Laurence 

Bennett, Cecil George 

Berry, Albert George 

Bew, James Albert Morris 
Blagg, Ernest William Halcomb 
Blake, Aubrey Aston 

Botterill, Herbert 

Bourne, Charles Wilfred 


Fernley, John Hetherington | 
Forster, Victor Henry Wadham 
Forbes, James Ochonar 
Gane, William Lawe 
Gardener, Archibald 
Gibson, Edward Morris 
Gilmour, Horace 
Girdlestone, Charles James 
Glover, William Harold 
Gocher, Leonard 

Godwin, Charles Edward 
Gofton, William Smith 
Gossage, Ralph Howard 
Gostling, Charles 

Gray, John Neville 

Greene, John Wollaston 
Grummitt, Hugh Joseph 
Gustard, Walter Stafford 
Hamshaw, John Fischer Watson 
Bowling, Francis Heron Hatton, Leonard Ernest 
Bradbury, Wright Hartley, James Herbert 
Bramall, Edward Reginald Dalton Hawley, Ernest 

Brierley, Herbert Edwin Hayfield, Charles 

Brooke, Charles Stuart T. P. Hingston, Reginald 

Bryant, William Hugh Owen MansellHitchins, Robert Lewis 
Bygott, Edward Hodgson, Arthur Edwards 
Canham, Alfred Henry Hopewell, Edgar James 
Chapman, Alfred Wright Horan, Edward 

Clark, Thomas Edward Hosgood, Sebastian 

Clarke, Edward Warren Howells, Harry Haywood 
Coggan, Richard Randolph Hull, Percy Arthur 

Cook, Arthur Courtnay Hutchings, John Alfred 
Comerford, James Iggulden, William Thurburn 
Cowley, Edward Rowland Jee, John Christian 

Cox, Oswald Jeffery, Ernest Chagles 
Crimp, Harris Norman Jeffery, William Frederick 
Davies, Robert Owen Johnson, Matthew Graham 
Davis, Daniel Thomas William Jones, Thomas Rees 

De Wet, Vernon Douglas Jones, Wilfred Harry 
Diggle, John Squire Jones, Herbert Baxter 
Edge, Sydney Vernon Kitson, Robert Paul 

Ellis, Hiram Kruger, James Charles 
Kurtz, Charles James Joshu 
Lanyon, Vivian 

Law- Wilson, Charles Joseph 


Evans, Worthin 
vans, Wort m Laming 
Farrar, Harold Reginald Ernest 





Levy, Henry Frederick 


| Farrar, Robert James 
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Lloyd, Evelyn Charles 
Lockwood, William 
Lovegrove, William Frederic 
Ludford, Thomas Richard 
Manning, William Montague 
Marpole, David Williams 
Marsland, George 

Martyn, John Ley Kempthorne 


Rusbridyer, Henry 
Salter, Herbert Derby 
Sandford, Leslie Gordon 
Saul, George Frederick 
Sayer, Charles Francis 
Scott, Henry Albert 
Scott, Walter Cecil 
Silvester, Roland Brewster 


Masters, George Silvester, William Turgoose 
May, Frank Morley Slack, Robert Henry 
Meech, Thomas Stack, Maurice Redfern 


Mills, Frederick William 
Mimpriss, Sydney Trevor 
Mitchell, Francis John 

Moore, Arthur William Dodwell 
Moore, Septimus Sympson Ward 
Morgan, Richard Rowland 
Neville, Edmund Hastings 
Newbegin, Ernest Warne 
Norton, Henry Edward 

Nuttall, Frank Dalley 
Palethorpe, Harry Hammersley 


Stephens, Henry William 
Stooke, Charles 

Stops, William Henry 
Strover, John Bakewell 
Strut, Ernest 

Talbot, Reginald 

Tangye, Arthur Llewellyn 
Tanner, Henry Pinckney 
Taylor, Walter 

Thomas, John Douglas 
Thomas, Molyneux Frederick 


Parr, William Scott Thompson, Fred 

Parry, Henry Thomson, William Percy 
Pellatt, Henry Trethowan, William James 
Pemberton, Ernest Turner, Harold 

Petre, John Turton, Alfred 


Pimbury, Ernest Francis Hastings Veitch, Harry Morgan 

Plews, Harold Richard Cunningham Verley, Leopold Charles Louis 
Poole, John Walton, Herbert 

Powell, Thomas Hopkins Walton, John Bailey 

Prance, Miles Herbert Watkin, William Wilhams 
Watkins, George Floyd 
Watson, George 


Proctor, William Watson, John Howard 
Reddish, Henry Lupton Wheatley, James Byers 
Reed, Walter Whiddett, William Joseph 


Rhodes, Arthur Elliot White, Alfred 

Richards, James Howard Wilson, John Wilford 
Richardson, Arnold Windus, John Edward 
Ritson, Cecil Spark Wingfield, George Arthur 


Roberts, Tom Lee Wood, Arthur 
Roberts, Thomas William Wood Wood, Christopher William 
Robertson, George John Tindal Wright, Jesse 
Rodgers, Reginald Arthur Wright, John 


Rose, Frederick Septimus 
Rowe, Adrian James 
Rudge, Howard Nouaille 


Wrigley, Walter Grundy 
Young, Walter Plomer 








LEGAL APPOINTMENTS. 


Mr. Georce Wuatz, solicitor, of 11, Queen Victoria-street, and of 
Woolwich, has been appointed Returning Officer for the Borough of 
Woolwich. Mr. Whale was admitted a solicitor in 1872. He is clerk to 
the Plumstead District Board of Works. 


Mr. Atrrep Morratt Appeton, solicitor (of the firm of Middleton & 
Sapeeent, of Durham and Sedgefield, has been appointed Clerk to the 
gefield Board of Guardians, Assessment Committee, School Attendance 
—— ittee, = Rural Sanitary Authority. Mr. Appleton was admitted a 
solicitor in 4 


Mr. Tuomas Cotrrrrs Grancer has been appointed a Revising Barrister. 
Mr. Granger is the third son of the late Mr. Thomas Colpitts Granger, 
Q.C., and was born in 1853. He was galled to the bar at the Inner 
Temple in Hi Term, 1874, and he practises on the North-Eastern 
Circuit, and at the Durham Sessions. 


Mr. Wiiu1am Exus Groac, advocate, sheriff of Stirlingshire and Dum- 
bartonshire, has been appointed Sheriff of Perthshire, in succession to 
Mr. John Hay Atholl Macdonald; Q.C., who has been appointed Lord 
Advocate of Scotland. 


Mr. Ratru Kexewicu Lopes has been appointed a Revising Barrister. 
Mr. Lopes is the eldest son of Mr. Ralph Ludlow Lopes, recorder of 
Devizes, and nephew of Mr. Justice Lopes. He was born in 1852, and he 
was educated at Christ Church, Oxford. He was called to the bar at the 
Inner Temple in November, 1877, and he practises on the Western 
Circuit and at the Wiltshire, Bath, and Bristol Sessions. 


Mr. Wri11am Arrieton has been appointed a Revising Barrister. Mr. 
Appleton is the fourth son of the Rev. William James Appleton, vicar of 
M orksop, and was born in 1846. He was called to the at the Inner 
«emple in Trinity Term, 1871, and he practises on,the Midland Circuit, 
and at the Derbyshire, Nottinghamshire, and Lincolnshire Sessions. 


Mr. Tuomas Mines Cotmore has been appointed a Revising Barrister. 
Mr. Colmore is the eldest son of Mr. Thomas Colmore, and was born in 
1845. He was educated at Brasenose College, Oxford, and he was called 
to the bar at the Inner Temple in Hilary Term, 1869. Mr. Colmore 
practises on the Midland Circuit, and at the Warwickshire, Birmingham, 
and ag Sessions. He was appointed recorder of the borough of 
Warwick in 188 


@iiew 





Mr. Wiiuram Watpron Ravenam1 has been appointed a Revising 
Barrister. Mr. Ravenhill is the fifth son of Mr. John Raven- 
hill, of Ashton Gifford, Wiltshire, and was born in 1836. He was 
educated at Marlborough College, and at University College, Oxford. 
He was called to the bar at the Inner Temple in Easter Term, 1862, and 
he practises on the Western Circuit at the Wiltshire, Bath, and 
Bristol Sessions. Mr. Ravenhill was appointed recorder of the borough 
of Andover in 1872. 


Mr. Epwarp Wiuserrorce has been appointed a Revising Barrister. 
Mr. Wilberforce is the second son of deacon Robert Isaac Wilber- 
force, and was born in 1834. He was educated at Eton and at Trinity 
College, Oxford. He was called to the bar at the Inner Temple in 
Michaelmas Term, 1866, and he practises on the North-Eastern Circuit. 


Mr. Vixcenr Tuomas Tompson has been appointed a Revising 
Barrister. Mr. Thompson is the eldest son of Serjeant John Vincen’ 
Thompson, and was born in 1829. He was educated at Trinity College, 
Cambridge, and was called to the bar at Lincoln’s-inn in 
Term, 1858. He practises on the North-Eastern Circuit, and he 
deputy-recorder of Leeds. 

Mr. Tuomas Witt1am Brocpen has been sypeiated a Revising Bar- 
rister. Mr. Brogden is the son of Mr. Thomas John Nathaniel Bro » 
of Lincoln, and was born in 1845. He was educated at St. John’s 
College, Cambridge, and he was called to the bar at the Middle Temple 
in Michaelmas Term, 1868. He practises on the Midland Circuit. 


DISSOLUTIONS OF PARTNERSHIPS, &c. 
Josep Binnzy, ArTuur Joun Bryney, and Arnotp Murr WI1son, 
Solicitors, Sheffield. July 18. (Gazette, July 24.] 








NEW ORDERS, &c. 


RULES OF THE SUPREME COURT. 


Juty, 1885. 

Norz.—The following rule may be cited, with reference to the Rules of 
the Supreme Court, 1883, as order 46, rule 14. 

Any person who, under order 46 of the Rules of the Supreme Court, 1880, 
may have served in the manner thereby prescribed a notice, — in 
lieu of a writ of distringas, which at the time of making this present 
rule may be still in force, may at any time during the currency thereof 
tile in the Central Office, without any affidavit in support thereof, a further 
notice under his hand, stating that the same shall thenceforth have effect 
without any further renewal, in the same manner as if it had been a 
notice filed in the Central Office on affidavit under ord. 46, rr. 4 and 5, of 
the Rules of the Supreme Court, 1883, and serve a duplicate of such 
notice under the seal of the Central Office upon the company upon which 
such first-mentioned notice was served ; and the service of the duplicate of 
such notice so filed shall have the same effect as a writ of distringas 7 
issued under the Act 5 Vict. c. 5, s. 5, would have had against the B 


of England. 

(Signed) Hatssury, O. 
Co.eriwee, C.J. 
Esuzr, M.R. 
Naru. Liyotey, L.J. 
Epw. Fry, L.J. 


July 27. 








LEGISLATION OF THE WEEK. 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 
July 23.—Bilis Read a Second Time. 

River Thames (No. 2) > a Acts Continuance; Public Health 
(Ships, &c.) ; Artillery and Rifle ges. 

Bill in Committee, 

Submarine Telegraph Cables. 

Bills Read a Third Time. 

Prrvatzs Briis.—Horsforth Water; Stalybridge and Mossley Gas; 
Worcester Extension. 

Metropolis Management Acts Amendment. 

July 24.—Bills read a Second Time. 

Parliamentary Elections (Corrupt Practices); School Boards; Ex- 
chequer and Treasury Bills; Greenwich Hospital; Post Office Sites; 
Public Health (Members and Officers). 

Bills in Committee. 

Turnpike Acts Continuance ; Public Health (Ships, &c.); Artillery and 

Rifle Ranges. 
Bills Read a Third Time. 
Private Brus.—Wrexham and Ellesmere Railway; Metropolitan 


Outer Circle Railway ; Wirral Railway; Great Western Railway; Bury 
Improvement. 


July 27.—Bilis in Committee. 
Parliamentary Elections (Corrupt Practices) ; School Board; Exchequer 
Fospita Public Health (Members and 


and Treasury Bills; Greenwich 
Debt. 


Officers) ; Polehampton Estates ; 
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Bills Read a Third Time. 
Private edly eats pond Canal City and Docks Railway; Weston- 
py ee 
e uAance ; c Health Shi &c.); Artillery and 
Rifle Ranges ; Submarine Telegraph Cables. poe ed 
July 28.—Bill Read a Second Time. 
Medical Relief Disqualification Removal. 
“i Bills in Committee. 
ver Thames pre. 2); Post Office Sites; Parliamen Elections 
(Corrupt Practices i 
Bills Read a Third Time. 


Privates Buts.—Eastbourne Improvement; Sunderland Corporation ; 
M Board of Works. 

pton Estates; National Debt ; School Boards; Exchequer and 
Treasury Bills; Greenwich Hospital. as 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
July 23.—Bills Read a Second Time. 
Revising Barristers ; Evidence by Commission ; Police Enfranchisement 


Bills in Committee, 
Customs and Inland Revenue (No. 2); Pluralities. 
Bills Read a Third Time. 
Parvare Brits. —Stratford-upon-Avon, Towcester, and Midland Junction 
Railway; Didcot, Newbury, and Southampton Railway (No. 2). 
July 24.—Bills Read a Second Time. 
Patent Law Amendment; Oaths; Prevention of Crimes. 
Bill in Committee. 
July 27.—Bills Read a Second Time. 
Parvarz Brtis.— Earl De La Warr’s Estate ; Ramsden Estate ; Towneley 


Lanacy Acts Amendment; Metropolitan Police Staff Superannuation. 
Bill in Committee. 
Parliamentary Elections (Returning Officers); Evidence by Commission. 
Bill Read a Third Time. 


July 28.—Bill Read a Second Time, 


Pluralities. 


Police ga Sua uation ; 2 Acts Amendment ; 
Lg pages perann unacy ; 


Patent 
— Read a Third Time. 
Customs and Inland Revenue (No. 2). 








LEGAL N EWS. 


The following are the new arrangemer 


le by Mr. Baron Huddle- 
ston for the assizes on the 


ts made 
th- astern Circuit. At Hertford the 
commission be on Saturday, August 1, and business taken at 
10.20 am. on August 3; and at Lewes the commission will be 
opened on Weinesiay, ae, ‘and business commenced at 10.30 a.m. 


On Pacey, in ane eat, though Udon ment’ by Mr. Cookson, Q.C., Mr. 


in <enl 
ustice Pearson said th y next, the 31st inst., was the last 


motion “im that Branch of the’ cour, there would be’ an 
motion — Fane the ag sa 
Last week, in the House of r. Freshfield asked the 


Secretary of State for the Home Department whether it was his intention 
Ciennins, tm nation of 0 danse in tho Puitinmentary Klsstions 


(Retarning Officers) Bill, aEnenarine ate ot Sens See by 
the Act, 1875, in earner the presiding officers and 
Gerks employed in elections in uence of the et of the 


Fa een “ais matin, ak wos not, 





— 


COURT PAPERS. 


SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE. 
Bots OF VeowsTEsus 18 ATTENDANCE ON 





Count A Count . , 
Oc omy O V.C. Bascom, Mr. Justice 
2 Mz. Suku Mr. Parrer Mr. Clowes Mr. Beal 
4 King Kue Leach 
6 Gewes Jeenl 
; nn 
. aarer aL) 











Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
L Norra. PEARSON. 
Mr. Pemberton Mr. Carrington Mr. Lavie 
Ward Jackson yoen 
em berto Carringto: 
A, ard ‘4 Jackson ? Pugh 
Yard “J Jackson . : 
COMPANIES. 
WINDING-UP NOTICES. 


Jomvt Stock ComPanrzs. 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 

Comp. Lunrep.—Petition for winding up, presented July 24, 
directed to be — before Kay, J., on Saturday, Aug 1. Brooke, Lincoln’sinn 
fields, solicitor for the petitioner 

CLaRk’s Patent Horse Naw. Company, Lruirep.—Petition for winding up, 
presented July 21, directed to be heard ‘ore Bacon, V.C.,on Augi. Honey, 
Aldermanbury, solicitor for the petitioner 

CLARE’s PATENT Rig ae | Nari Company, Luourrep.—Petition for winding up, 

presented J to be heard before Bacon, V.C., on Saturday, Aug 
wt Mined. B oe st aerectet Vithin. solicitor for the petitioner 
UR SMELTING AND ROLLING Works, Lrurrep.—Petition for wind- 
“pew A ig resented J 23, directed to be heard b before Chitty, J., on Saturday 
ughes and Son, Bedford st, Covent Garden, solicitors for the peti. 


. 8. Trait anp Company, LuowiTEp.—Chitty, J., has fixed pontey, Aug 3, at 
12, at his chambers for the ‘appointment of an official liquidato 
Ga Ma a poy Comp. LrurreD.—Petition fe winding up, 
pas resented Ji uly 24. ¢ 24, p Barn ym heard yo Pearson, J.,on Augi. Montagu, 
ucklersbury, solicitor for oe petitioner 
[ ogo July 24.) 


Crry CONSTITUTIONAL CLUB COMPANY, LIMITED.— an oo, 
dated | May 12, appointed William Williams, 13 and 14, Key ‘st, Cheapside, to 


METROPOLITAN airs, Luarep.—By an order made by Kay, J., dated July 18, it 
was ordered that the mills be wound up. Crump and Son, Philpot lane, soli- 


gues for the itioner 
‘ARY AND Service Cottecs, Luurrep.—Petition for winding ap pre- 
sented July 24, directed to be heard before Bacon, V.C., on Aug 8. Savidge, 
Gracechurch st, solicitor for the petitioner 
' Gazette, July 28.) 


UNLIMITED IN a. 
ABBEY LANE FREEWOLD Lanp Socrery.—Credi uired, on or before 
Sept 1, to send their names and eddvenees, and and + {the particulars of their debts or 
claims, to William George Hawson, Ha brs, clartshead, Sheffield. 
Oct 27 at 11, is capelated for sere ye and adjudicating upon the debts 
and aie 


PLYMOUTH, DEVONPORT, AND District Tramways Company.—Chitty, J., nes by 
an order, dated June 22, appointed Henry John Leslie, 4, Coleman st, to 
official liquidator 

[ Gazette, July 28.] 


iene 


County PALaTINE OF LANCASTER. 
LOWITED a CHANCERY. 


Pras Srrver-LeEaAD MINING Compare TED.— Petition for winding up, pre- 
sented July 18, directed to be cand before Fo adios a V.C., at St Cooney s 
Hall, Liverpool, on Aug 10. ie tor, petitioner in Ss 


STANNARIES OF CORNWALL. 
UNLIMITED IN CHANCERY. 


Wrest Uny MrvimeG Company.—Petition for winding u presented July 18, 
directed to heard before the Vice- Warden at the Prince Hall, Truro, on 
Monday, Aug 17,at 11. Hodge and Co, Truro, solicitors for the petitioner 


uly 28.] 


Gazette, July 24.) 
Frienpiy Societies Disso.vep. 
LQTAL PIOREES, 7 's Gaby High 8 ms SEA, SAIL bee = SICK AND BENEFIT SOCIETY, 
en’s Club, st, Swansea 
oan OF ov fe G0 ENEFIT SOCIETY, Red Dion Tavern, Old Gravel lane, St 


ew 3 ore 
UPPER aaa FRIENDLY ¥ Society, Crook and Shears Inn, Upper Clatford, 
Hants. July 22 

[ Gazette, July 24.) 

a FOR THREE MONTHS. 

Bristot LicENsED V. ALLERS’ FRIENDLY SocreTy BENEVOLENT FunpD, Lan- 
down Hotel, Clifton, Bristol. July 21 

(Gasette, July 24.) 





CR EDITORS’ CLAIMS. 


CREDITORS UNDER ESTATES IN CHANCERY. 

jan P : «74 DAY OF Ring 6 inn dite 

EAS, JOHN, Queen's w Ealin, ‘actor, a1. . 

Dexnetr paces, VE Gwe " 'thaltt Great ere, oceans er t1, ‘ce. 

’ , nr . a 
Dennett, Ohitty S, Lasebotton Halitas nee “a 
*KLIDGE 449 Beintle Lancaster, Gent. Sept 1 Bekoited Ly Bd 

LAL ” ’ , ‘ y ’ 

Chit J, Clare, ‘ — 


Der ay Hontum, Devon, Silversmith. Augi2, IQgnt v Dent, Pearson, 


[ Ganette, ya A 
Busy, Janus, Matlock, Derby, Gent, Sept 1, Bury v Smith, Chitty, J. Gaunt, 
[ Ganette, July 21.) 
Ounzom, Hon Eowanp Cxcit, Scarsdale House, Kensington Septi, Our: 
Curzon, Kay, J, ton Tabeay wt, Strand at ; ek 
4,30 
Devers, py Caatelnau, Barnes, Bopt 1. Parkins v Barrow, Rayo 


agen ot vt i 
by, LAncoln, Farmer, Aug 21. Stubbs v Stubbs, 











( Ganette, July 98.) 


{| 
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CREDITORS UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP, 35. 
LAST DAY OF CLAIM. 


WHITE, Right Hon Wri11amM Henry Hare HeEpGEs, Earl of Bantry, Macroom 
Castle, Cork. Aug 25. Roopers and Whately, Lincoln's inn fields 
BARRETT ae, ELIZABETH, Neville st, Brompton rd. Augi3, Fieldand Co, Lincoln’s 
BowEr, Mary ANN, Sheffield. Aug 10. Auty and Sons, Sheffi 
— MakTIN, Rotherhithe New rd, Builder. Aug 10. 
p ER MACHLIN, Bleshio rd, Wandswo: i gal, Watling aoe 29. 
CHARD PEERS, Wicken, Cambridge. Aug 20, eed, Mildenhall 
naa, Seaineby 1d, Limehouse, Gent. Sept 1. Child and Norton, 


mas, Preston, Traveller. Augi0. Forshaw and Parker, Preston 
L Sane Ane, oa Sameen cottages, Camden rd. Aug 3i, Sismey and. Sismey, 
PuIip, Vilnate st, Gent. Sept 10. Daniel, Ramsgate 

Livery, , THOMAS, Elton, near Bury, Gent. Aug 11. Anderton and Donnelly, 


Lowe, iawn Tac Tomas, Sheffield, Musical Instrument Dealer. Sept 1. Burdekin 
Mose, fg Lambeth hill, Merchant. Aug 10. James, Union ct, Old 


Pe Joxarmay, Slaidburn, York, Esq. Aug 13. Markby and Co, New sq, 

coln’s 

PruLort, ANN, Latchford, near Warrington. Aug20. Davies and Co, W: 

PORTER, Jouw, sen, Fairford, Gloucester, Gent. Aug 28. Wilmot, Fairford 

ey ee = ANTEL, Cedars rd, Clapham common, octor of Medicine. Aug 4. 
Gellatly an mbard 

- ODA, Co Dewsbury, York. Aug 15. Chadwick and Sons, 


SrmMpson, w Leighton New Mills, Derby, Cotton Waste Dealer. A 
4. Bennett eau Oo Go, Cha; el en Je Frith ” tal 


SUMNER, CIs JAMES, Glossop, Derby, Esq. Sept 3 a a Glosso; 
THORNBURN, ANN, Bridekirk, Cumberland. Sept 15. ae Sal 1 1) 
Ba Wrist and ar Sm, mingeon Warwick, Licensed Victualler. 

Boxer, Axia Matic, Denb Aug 29. Gold and Co, Denbigh 

BURNEY, GEORGE, Croom’s ii, Groen wich, Tank te Aug 24. 


Sturt, poy he lane 


Bynes, Tuomas Harris, Maidstone,Gent. Aug 7. Stephensand Urmston, 
Co: ROBERT pang Bartholomew close, Costume Manufacturer. Aug 24. 
on" mmonger Jan 

‘Ox, 


ILLIAM, , Aa Nottinghamshire, Lace Manufacturer. Aug 29. 
Deen and Co, Nottin; tingham 
a , Bath, Jeweller. Aug ii. Stone and Co, Bath 
Drxox, Leeds, Gent. Aug 24. Markland and Leeds 
ELAnD, ‘mpwan> FowLer, Walton on Naze. Aug 20. lalmer and Co, Tra- 


FERSIHOUGE, Joun, Cheadle, Chester, Calico Printer. Sept 1. Fowden, 
Altrincham, Cheshire 
GARDINER, GIDEON GEORGE, icone Doctor of Medicine. Aug 11. Montagu, 








Bu ury 

ARRIS, JOHN, Dawlish, Devon, Tailor. eee 
ARRISON, AGNES car, York. Aug z* ini Mgrs 
ARRISON, JOHN, ‘Redcar, York, Dra) Dues, 4 aus 15 a. Middlesboro 











ous 


AWEINS, CHARLES, Surbiton, Surrey, Tim Aug 15. Baylis and 
Pearce, Church ct chmbrs 
HEWETT?T, EDWARD, St Leonards on Sea, Brewer. aust 17. Ron 
1zon, THOMAS, Goldney id, Harrow rd, Gent. 
Clement’s inn, Strand 
LEON, GEorGE isaac, Hove, Sussex, Esq. Aug 11. cna cklersbury 
Morton, THoMAas CHALMERS, Wilmslow, Chester, Land Agent. ro 31 
ona = Hall, Manchester 
~ COCK, ELIZABETH, 1 Newcastle upon Tyne. Aug 31. Elsdon and Dransfield, 
ewcas' u 
EARSON Lou. + ye Boundary rd, St John’s Wood. Aug29. Hanbury 
and Co, New Broad s 
Po EARS, THOMAS, Patricroft, Lancaster, Metal Planer. Sept1. Booth, Man- 


Rarnzow, Joun, Nottingham, Grocer. Sept 30. Woolley and Hughes, Gt 
Winchester st, Old Broad st 
RainBow Le Nottingham. Sept 30. Woolley and Hughes, Gt Winchester 


ME nen —+-¥ Thomas's st, Grosvenor sq, Coachman. Aug 17. Langham, 


REDDIN, EDMUND, "3 Southwark, Contractor. Oct1. Arnold and Co, 
Carey st, Lincoln’s i 
CHARDSON, JOHN Grow, Swansea, Esq. Sept 11. Seving, Suanase 

SWANN, JOHN, Mellor, Derby, Farmer. Aug Walley, ester 

Ww CHRISTOP: Victualler, Aug 20, 


ALKER, HER Moor, North Liverpool, Licensed 
Whitley and Co, Liverpool 
WINNALL, Sarau, Ledbury, Hereford. 11. Masefield aoast jas 
Wuson, Joun, on Vivespeck: Labourer. ott Whitaker, Geet Sey ms 
1 
ATKINSON, JAMES, Rochdale, Lancaster, Gent. Aug 


Philips, Manshester 
BARTER, BLizaBETH, Warminster, Wilts. Sept 1. _ ony” Ponting, War- 


BAsTOR, James, Coleshill, Warwick, Corn Merchant. Aug 31, Smith and Co, 

rmingham 

Bars, MANOARETTS, Denbigh st, Pimlico. Sept 1. Apo and Son, Wolver- 
aA, 

BLACKBURN, Saran, Woodhouse, Leeds. Aug 15. t, Leeds 

Brown, JouN BYERS, Seaham Harbour, Durham, Pwo brn Aug 2%. Wright, 
Seaham Harbour 

Cases, Octavius, Southampton, Timber Merchant. Sept1. Westlake, South- 


Cannas, JouM, Norfolk rd, 8t Johu's Wood, Esq. Oot 1, Marsland and Co, 
oery lane 
CLEMENTS, ANN, Clun, Salop. Aug 1. Smiles and Co, Bedford 
Opes, nev paces AsTLey, Rodney st, Pentonville. Sept 3. Prior and Co, 
Hoc asinn ds : 
Cramp, WiLttaM, Tunbridge Wells, Kent, Riding Master. Auy 31, Cripps and 
Son, Tunbrid ridge Wells 
Gra » VAROLINS Many, Cossington, Somerset, Sept 15. Poole and Son, 


me 
Haul, ILLIAM Tuomas TOWNEND Qeeen' # gate, South Kensington, Bag. A 

Norton and Co, Victoria at, inne ter Ab ae 
“tsar MARIA ANOELA Laeritta, Malinea, ium. Aug 10 Bulteel and 


oe 
cee mei? beret sue Herts, Aug 31, Bas 2 and Ed- 


ly Heating Co, 





Maktrn, Ann, Sheffield. wets. Burdekin and Co, Sheffiel 

MakzrIn, CECILIA GEORGIANA, Brighton. Aug 24. Colmors, Birmingham, 
Masoe Azz, Quarry Bank, Stafford, Licensed Aug 13. 

= ANE MARGARET, Newcastle upon Tyne. Sept 26. Harle, Newcastle 
THoxrsom, GzoRoE Hvowss, Whitchurch, Salop, Esq. Sept 10. Miller and Co, 


{ Gazette, July 21.j 








SALES OF ENSUING WEEK. 
Aug. 4.—Messrs. Posummes, Zoween, FARMER, ey apeleag the Mart, at 
Ang. "Messen E ad Loum, at the at ah Tom. sanily Gn 
Ang. 6.—Mr it Newson Pom, at the Mart, at 2 p.m., Frechold Property (see 


Aug. 5.—Messrs. Ep July 25 Be 4 & BovusFIELD, at the Mart, at 2 p.m., Leasehold 
Property (see advertisement, this week, p. 660), 








BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 


Ceguons Jal 0. 08 SS St, Si quce-eqname, Mowing Hm. London, the wife of 
Ww, of a son. 


Colin Ritchie it, of the 
Dalton. ley Balto, 19, ety — Lit emer W., the wife of Edward 
St aoa 


“July 34 "at di, Perey-Piade, Dublin, the wite of John Ross, barrister. 


= 
Warr Suly 18 at Beech Holme, Maidstone, the wife of Claude Hamilton 
WW hits, colizites, of e daughter. 


* MARRIAGES. 
— TEsOKERAy—Suly 31, 0 Se ee Lage ty ine Ber. 
Edwin 


vot Leo David Dundas, advocate 
Edinburgh, to Helen, di ten ot David Baird ‘auchope, 








LONDON GAZETTES. 


THE BANKRUPTCY ACT, 1883, 
Frimay, July 24, 1885. 





Adam: Abegerenay: Monmouthsbire, Licensed Victualler. ws 
Pet July . Ora aly 2." Exam Aug 8 at 10.30 at County Court 
Adi ohn, Horton, Gloucestershire, Blacksmith. Bristol. Pet July 20. Ord 
aul 3. Exam Aug 14 at 17 at Guildhall, Bristol Seer - 
High Court pot efaly ao, Ord July So. Beans Sept S at 11 at 4 Lincoln's tan 
Bailey, Thomas, , Conteal Bt ‘eat Market, Meat yi -5 5 Court. Pet May 
26. ord July 3 cam Sept $ at {7 at St Lincola's in 

, Berkshire, Baker. Newbury. Pet July 21. Ord 


July 21. ‘econ trae 


ton, Sollers, Droitwich, W: out of business. Worcester 
Pet J 21. [a Exam Aug 5 at 3 


Browne, ermyn High Court. Pet July2. Ord July 21. 
Ce ee he ies Uicemasdien ct, Giediaevtnn. igh Guan, Bet 
May 2. Ord dune 2. ny 
ogee 2 career Court. Pet Apr33. Ord July 21. 
Clay, J Gara Merchant Madeley, Shropshire. Pet 
couly 2. Ord July 21. 

Wi . Cardiff. Pet July 21. Ord Jaly 21. 
cba Ang at 


Cherten, Homensseniiy, Puteten, High Court. Pet July 2. Ord 
es ay a nee 2 at 12 at 34, *s inn fields 
Mary Aun, ‘Mark W: Court. Pet July 3. 
Ord July 21. Exam SS 
Crowhurst, Henry, Brighton. Pet July 21. Ord July 21. 
Exam Aug 1 ~ - & 

Leicester, Beerhouse Keeper. Leicester. Pet July 14. 


oan EL Ae 5 --* 12 at 10 

pet July a Sipe kannewe oma , 

> Reine EN Ean 
eins Rar 


nn odes, | Court. Pet 
49 98 2 ot Les 
Sheftield. Pee duly at. Ord July 


Fiechter, ——~_ Lavexpesi. Pet July 17. Ord July 
Exam J Liverpool 
Frampton, George, Gr car Winchester, em Winchester. Pet July 
. Jane & 
urne’ bey Hy Mish Overt. Pet Qri July 
Halsey, Claude High Court. Pet Jume of. Ord 
uly #2. Exam Sept 3 at 1 at *s inn fields 
on, David, Dudley, Pu! . Dadky. Pet Jay BR On 
July 18 Exam Aug 6at li 
Harwood, J mR ANE IOI rig casaeeene Rieckdara. mpc 
Oni July 21 Aug liatl 


mt 
Rinne sare mr oon 
Aberdare, Pet July a. Ord July a 
NDucksn, Birkenhead. Pet Jely #2 
ag Ord Jury a. 
. Ont Daly Bi. 





bo ahha many Rae 
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Levey, George Collins, and Edgar Ray, Queen Victoria st, Exhibition Managers 
Court. Pet July 21. Ord July 21 1. Exam Sept 3 at 11 at 34, Lincoln's inn 


Moscrop, William, Ireby, Cumberland, Farmer. Carlisle. Pet July 21. Ord 
July 21. Exam July 30 rt 11.20 at Court house, Carlisle 

Motion, James, Formby, Lancashire, Gent. Liverpool. — Seay 10. Ord July 
22. Exam Aug 6 at 12 at Court house, Victoria st, Live: 

Oakley, John, Liverpool, Tea Dealer. Liverpool. Pet "te pool 16. Ord July 21. 
Exam July 30 at 2 at Court house, Government buildings, Victoria st, Liver- 


Paragreen, Wi liam, H le, Northamptonshire, Butcher. Northampton. Pet 
J z Ord. July 21. Exam Aug 11 

Pe gton, Charles Benjamin, Kew rd, Richmond, Builder. Wandsworth. 
Pet J 21. Ord July 21. Exam Aug 27 

Penton, Josiah, Abergavenny, Monmouthshire, Commission Agent. Trede = 
Pet a 21. Ord July 21. Exam Aug 15 at 10.80 at County Court Office, 


Powell, He Rae and Arthur heey Llanelly, Brecon, Grocers. ae 
Pet July 22. Ord July 22. Exam Aug 15 at 10.30 at County Court O 


Tred 
Pugh, David, Aberystwith, Monmouthshire, Draper. Tredegar. Pet July 20. 
Poa July 20. Exam Aug 8 at 10.30 at County Court Office. Tredegar 
Richmond, George, Motley st, Shoreditch, Pianoforte Maker. High Court. 
Pet July 21. Ord July 21. Exam Sept 3 at 11 at 34, Lincoln’s inn fields 
Seabrooke, Alfred, Charles Walls, and Henry Boynett, Westmoreland pl, City 
rd, Manufacturers. _—_ Court. Pet July 4. Ord July 21. Exam Sept 3 at 
11 at 34, Lincoln’s inn fields 
Smith, Arthur, Liverpool, ‘Clothier. Liverpool. Pet July 11. Ord July 21. 
‘ Exam July 30 at 12 at Court house, Government buildings, Victoria st, Liver- 


Tw. ine Hants, Boot Maker. Poole. Pet July 21. Ord 


sizout David, i idermanton, Berkshire, Saddle Maker. Newbury. Pet July 20. 
Reamer gy £5." Exam Aug 12 at 2 
chard Spencer, Bradford, Druggist. Bradford. Pet July 21, Ord 
21. Exam Aug 4at 12 
Tose man, Thomas Lovibond, Taunton, Somersetshire, Plumber. Taunton. 
Pet July 2. Ord July 20. Exam Aug 10at 3.50 at Guildhall 
Thome, John, Penryn, Cornwall, Cordwainer. Truro. Pet July 21. Ord July 
Exam Aug 13 at 11 
Thompson, Andrew, Newcastle on zyme, Fruiterer. Newcastle on Tyne. Pet 
July 22. Ord July 22. Exam Aug 
ss John, Carlisle, Coal y a Carlisle. Pet July 21. Ord July 21. 
a at 11 at Court house, Carlisle 
Towers J Lancaster, Licensed Victualler. Preston. Pet July 18. Ord 
uly 18. Exam Aug i4 
Wales, Joseph, Keswick, Cumberland Accountant. Cockermouth. Pet July 21. 
Ord July 21. Exam Aug 10 at 3.30 
Ward, John Forth, York, Licensed Vagtaplier. York. Pet July 20. Ord July 
Won Exam Aug 7 at 12 at Guildhall, Yo: 
yes, Walter Holmes, Trefechan, Aberyetwith, Innkeeper. Aberystwith. 
wer = Ord July 20. Exam July 30 at 12.30. 
Wells, Kingsland rd, Boot Maker. High Court. Pet July 16. Ord 
July 20. "Tne Se t 3 at 11 at 34, Lincoln’s inn fields 
Wi Thomas, Rotherham, Grocer. Sheffield, Pet July 21. Ord July 21. 
Aug 13 at 11.30 
pe at Worcester, Tailor. Worcester. PetJuly 2!. OrdJuly 21. Exam 
Aug 
on, Thomas, West Hartlepool, Painter. Sunderland. Pet July 17. Ord 
July 18. — J fe oo 
Vio, illiam Bolter, Lyndhurst, Hants, Builder. Southampton. Pet July 
Ord July 20. Exam Aug 5 at 2 
Waaeat Andrew, Clifton, Bristol, Florist. Bristol. Pet July 20. Ord July 
®. Exam Aug 14 at 12 at Guildhall, pratel 


EETINGS. 
——. John, Horton, Gloucestershire, Blacksmith. Bristol. Aug5at1. Offi- 
cial Receiver, Bank chbrs, Bristol 
Benton, George Sollers, Droitwich, Gloucestershire, out cf business. Aug5 at 12. 
Official Receiver, Worcester 
— William, = Cheshire, Wheelwright. Manchester. Augiiat3, Offi- 
cial Reciver, Ogden’s chbrs, Bridge-st, Manchester 
Cameron, Hugh Thomas, Shatespeare rd, Herne Hill, Barrister-at-Law. High 
July Ziatil. 23, C Carey st, Lincoln’s inn 
Case, ——— Benjamin, Stogumber, ersetshire, General-shop keeper. 
Taunton. 31 at 12.15. Geo and Railway Hotel, Victoria st, Bristol 
Crandle, Solin oe ee rd, Lig stead. Tailor. Greenwich, July 31 at 12, Official 
b> oy abo —. Panter "“Ditshton. Aug 4 at 2.30. 39, Bond st, 


Charles, Leicester, Beerhouse Keeper. Leicester. July 31 at 3. 28, 


Friar z 
Davies, Samuel, Swansea, Grocer. Swansea. Aug 5 at 11. Official Receiver, 6, 
Rutiand st, Swansea 
Arthur, Newyort Pagnell, Buckinghamshire, Tailor. Northampton. Aug 
11 at 10. County yourt bldgs, Northampton on 
Frampton. George, Crawley, nr wa inchester, Labourer. Winchester. Aug 4 at 11. 
Official ef, 74, High st. Winchester 
Hunter, Thomas Allen, Higher ae ed Cheshire, Manure Dealer. 
Ang 5 at 1. Official Receiver, 45, ton sq, Birkenhead 
J . George, Leeds, out of business. cae “Aug lat 11. Official Receiver, 
S& & chbrs, 72, Park row, Leeds 
King, Robert, Stockwell rd, Surrey, Clerk of Works. High Court. July 21 at 2. 
2, Ci st, Lincoin’s inn 
. Newcastle nee Dee, Bootmaker. Baniey, Burslem, and 
neta. Aug 11 at 3D. Receiver, Nelson place, Jewcastle un 


Love, Charies James, Crooke rd, ord, Printer’s Foreman. Greenwich. 
July 21 atZ. Official Receiver, 100, V’ ctoria et, Westminster 
Limaker, Freicrick George, Liverpool, Laceman. Liverpool, Aug 6 at3. Offi- 
a) Rowiver, my at, ay Des U 
OTRtage, Sena wt, hire, General r. Liverpool. 
Ang ¢ at 2. pe Keceiver, @, Vitoria st, Liverpool te 
t Hastings, Angelird Brixton, Gonetion. High Court. July 





nt, Gilbert 
ay pe aney wll ot Clerkenwell, Builder, High C Jul 
‘arrstrsil) st, w nilder, yrart. 31 at 11, 
pomeigg ites, Port st, Lincoln's inn flek : - 


Mesesap, W leet, umberiand, Farmer. Carlisle, Aug 1 at 3. Official 
, st, Carliale 


MEAYTEST, mehire, Butcher. Nort 
Siatit. Comnty Court nfe, Northemptonehst “ye weetenien: 
Pe te, David, Seartrnough, Architect. Bcerborough. July 41 at 11.0, re 
I ms, Bearborvugh 
ms nis, and Willies Begers, Holecnnbe Brook, Lancaéhire, Builders, 
vhs. lat. i, Wood #, Bolten 
Jun, amd VAwara Barauel Heddim, Liverpool, Merchants. 
veryrh. Aus § 063.50, ~My t, Heceiver, &, Lao Liverpool 
nileid moet heteh Vis 
ug 1 wt 11.2, tics Lecctver, 9 Middle A, Taunton” a 





Todhunter, John, Costicte, Coal pee Carlisle. Augiat 2. Official Receiver, 
34, Fisher st, Carlish 

Topham, illiam SHentvwich, Cheshire, * nore Nantwich and Crewe. Aug 
4at 10.90. 152, Hospital street, Nan 

Towers, John, L a Victualler. Preston. July 31 at 2. Law 
Socie Castle st House, Youn 

Wase, « ohn Forth, York, ny Victualler. York. Aug 1 at 12. Official 
Receiver, 

Watts, William, Cawston, Norfolk, Builder, Norwich. Aug 1 at 10.30, Official 
Receiver, 8, King st st, Norwich 

Wells, Ebenezer, Preston, Brighton, Auctioneer. Brighton. Aug 12 at 12. 
89, Bond st, Brighton 

Wetherstone, John Edward, Cheltenham, Plumber. Uheltenham, Aug1 at 4.15, 
County Court, Cheltenham 

Wheelwright, George, West aeptiepost, Joiner. Sunderland. April 4 at 11.30, 
Royal Hotel, West 1 Hartlepo 

Wheway, George Frederick, Tool thwick, Staffordshire, out of business. Oldbury. 
Aug 7 at 10.30. County Court, Oldbury 

Wilks, Jomas Worcester, Tailor. ‘Worcester. Aug 5 at 11. Official Receiver, 


Wore 
Withers, “William Bolter, Lyndhurst, Ham) + aie. Southampton. 
Aug 4at2. Official Receiver, 4, East st, Sout 
ward, Andrew, Clifton, Bristol, Florist. Bristol. Aug 5 at 12.90. Official 
Receiver, Bank chmbrs, Bristol 
ADJUDICATIONS. 
Adem, 7 Joseph, Abergavenny, Licensed Victualler. Tredegar. Pet July 20. 
rd July 21 
Adi tun Jobo, Horton, Gloucestershire, Blacksmith. Bristol, Pet July 20, 
20 
Bacon, Robert James, amon ter, Sunbury, Middlesex, Boot Dealer. Kingston. 
Pet July 14. Ord July 
Bergthiel, Louis Michael, pio rd, Kilburn, Chartered Accountant. High 
Court. Pet May 19. Ord ee ty 
Brown, John Bensley, and Charles Haycroft, Gotherins ct, Seething lane, Hide 
Merchants. High Court. Pet June 15. Ord July 
et Jone. | 4 dlingion, Salop, Corn Merchant. Sudden, Shropshire. Pet 


gue Willian. Gardift, Corn Broker. Cardiff. Pet July 21. Ord July 21 

roth” Upperthorpe, Sheffield, Sawmaker. Sheffield. Pat July 
i 

Frampton, George, Crawley, nr Winchester, Labourer. Winchester. Pet July 
20. 

— Matthew Sampson, Plymouth, Tobacconist. East Stonehouse, Pet July 
2. ri 

Hall, Harry, Oliver Hall, and Alexander Hall, pater, Yorkshire, Woollen Man- 
ufacturers. Dewsbury. Pet June 26. 

Harrison, David. Lael Worcestershire, Publiy rouse Manager, Dudley. Pet 
July 18. Ord Jul 

_— fpeeete Charles, Bishops Waltham, Brewer. Southampton. Pet July 


y 21 
Hii, Luke Marshall, West Hartlepool, Durham, Tailor. Sunderland. Pet May 


d Jur 
Howells, David, , aot Glamorganshire, Boot Maker. Aberdare. Pet July 
21 rd July 21 
eK oa a Allen, Liverpool, Manure Dealer. Birkenhead. Pet July 20. 
r 
Inglis, Chases John, Queen Victoria st. High Court. Pet June 3. Ord July 22 
Jellicoe, A. C. M., Park rd, Regent’s pk, Gent. High Court. Pet June 9. Ord 


J ohne, Robert, sen, Pitminster, Somersetshire, Blacksmith. Taunton. Pet June 
Lape we Ssoniley Hill, Wandsworth, Builder. Wandsworth. Pet April 9. 
Levy, “Sisee, Birmingham, Cabinet Maker, Birmingham. Pet July 4. Ord 
Macioe, Ca Kessingland, Suffolk, Boat Owner. GtYarmouth. PetJuly 
Mowat, George, Biackburn, Lancashire, Tailor. Blackburn, Pet July 6. Ord 


July 22 
Papin, Pete, Poultry. h Court. Pet Dec13. Ord July 
pole, Northamptonshire, Butcher. Dateien Pet 


auly 7 "Ord J uly’ 21 
AR - and Joseph Henry, Ruddlesden, Dewsbury, Yorkshire, Dyers. 
ewsbu e 
Richmond, Geor t Motley st, Shoreditch, Pianoforte Maker. High Court. Pet 


uly 21, Ord 
Sale Bosbare, letwle, Kensington gdns sq. High Court. Pet May7. Ord 
omas, and William Rogers, Holcombe Brook, Lancashire, Builders, 


Sohoheld, Th 
Bolton. Be t Jul 18. Ord July 21 
Beowest, Goonse W « Chapter rd, Kennington, Builder. High Court. Pet June 
4 rd Ju) 
Warren, fA Aad Hampton Court, Builder. Kingston. Pet J une 23. Ord July 21 
Whew, George bk Smethwick, Staffordshire, out of business, Oldbury. 
‘et July 14. rr 
be! William Charles, Colchester, Grocer. Colchester. Pet June 27, Ord 
Williamson, Thomas, West Hartlepool, Durham, Painter. Sunderland, Pet 
17 rr 
Woodward, Andrew, Clifton, Bristol, Florist. Bristol. Pet July 20. Ord July 22 
Wright, James, Carlisle, Joiner. Carlisle. Pet J uly 4. Ord July 20 
ADJUDICATION ANNULLED 
Blair, Gustavus Frederic, Cheltenham, Gloucestershire, Colonel in the Royal 
Artillery, Retired List. Cheltenham. Adjud March 6, Annul July 1 
TUESDAY, July 28, 1885. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
Agios, 2 James, Wakefield, Joiner, Wakefield. Pet July 24. Ord July 2. 
xan 
Beardsall, oy Knowles, Doncaster, — Commission Agent. Sheffield. 
Pet July 4. OrdJuly 24. Exam Aug 13 at 11.30 
Bigke , Richard Porson, Ipswich, Corn yl An Ipswich. Pet July 23. Ord 
Ju = Exam Aug 10 at 11 
Bocking, James, Sheffield, Table Knife Grinder. Sheffield. Pet July &, Ord 
July 24. Exam Aug 14 at 11.0 
Boughton, Samuel, Norwich, Hair Dresser. Norwich. Pot July 2%, Ord July 
, Exam Aug 19 at 12 at Shirehall, Norwich Castle 
Browne, David ‘Dorward, and Alexander Dorward Browne, Camberwell green, 
Builders. High Court, Pet July 17, Ord July 24. Exam Sept 15 at 11 at M4, 
LAncoln’s inn flelds 
Cartwright, John, Sandiacre, Derbyshire, Wheelwright. Derby, Pet July 21 
Ord July 2A, Exam Aug ih at 10 
“ark, Thomas, Mason’s avenue, Coleman st, Auctioneer. High Court, Pet 
July“, Ord July 24 Exam Sept 10 at 11 a #4, Lincoln's inn fields 
Co commen, ycgeph Oe Hic! hint, Lee, eens, no occupation, Greenwich, Pet July 
2%. Ord« 24, 
Davies, Hie mye Latte Prog mnt 3 syle, Cornwall, Farmer. Truro, Pet July 
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onrea Thomas, pam, Lancashire, Farmer. Preston. Pet July 7. Ord 
July 25. Exam Aug 14 
Elbourn, William, ee = Comeangethice, Farmer. Cambridge. Pet 
July 24. Ord July 24. xam Sept 30 at 2 
—_, William John, York, Licensed Victualler. York. Pet July 25. Ord 
July 25. Exam A Fn at 12 at tas poy York 
yosaeth, William, Birmingham, Lamp ‘Maker. Birmingham. Pet July 23, 
23. Exam Aug 18 at 2” 
Goodacre, Albert, Usiouier Forest West, Leicestershire, Farmer. Leicester. 
Pet July 13. Ord July 25. Exam Aug 12 at 10 
Goodson, Robert, Whitwick, ae out of business. Leicester. Pet 
July 22. Ord July 23, Exam Aug 12 a’ 
Gowland. Wiliam, Hartlepool, Painters a Pet July 25. Ord July 
. Exam ug 
Haines, Sarah Ann, Bournemouth, Hants, Lodging House ower. Poole. Pet 
July 23. Ord Yor 23. Exam Aug 26 at 2.30 at Townhall, Poo! 
Hanson, William Henry, Bradtord, Fruiterer. Bradford. Pet July 23. Ord 
July 23. Exam aus 14 at 12 
TIlardy, Thomas Cio, Samuel Thomas 1 mawy. William Joseph Hardy, and 
Richard | Doughty aomiy Moorgate st, Brickmakers. High Court. Pet July 
1 22. Exam Sept 10 at 11 at 34, Lincoln’s inn fields 
Horned win, ro, out of business. Nottingham. PetJuly 25. Ord 
July 25. Exam Aug 11 
Hensman, Henry Charles, Duston, Northam: ames ne at Implement 
Agent. Northampton. Pet July 25. Ord Exam A 
Ht . a ae ‘hton, Oyster Merchant. Brig rod bet duly Ord July 24. 
xam 
wl Robert Thomas, Rptotels. Lincolnshire, Butcher. Peterborough. Pet 


Heluee, Rev Baptist James, gy Yorkshire, Clerk in Holy Orders. 
Huddersfield, Pet July 23. Ord July 23. Exam Aug 14 at 11 

a ay John, ag tne Uiendineet, Montgomeryshire, Farmer. Newtown. 
Pet Jul eh Ord July 23. Exam July 31 

Tain, ames, Cheetham, nr Manchester, Mill Furnisher. Salford. Pet July 

Ord July 25. Exam Aug 19 at 11 

Keeble, Charles, Windsor, Coal Merchant. Windsor. Pet July 25. Ord July 25. 
Exam Sept 5 at 11 

Kindell, James, Roxeth, Housow, Middlesex, Builder. St Albans. Pet July 9. 
Ord July 23. Exam Aug 

slie, James, Goldsmith's. aS Hackney, Grocer. Bigs Court. Pet July 14. 

Ord July 24. Exam wy te at 11 at 34, Lincoln’ s inn fi 

Lovatt, John, Nelson st, Deptford, Coachbuilder. Greenwich. Pet July 24. Ord 
uly 24. Exam Aug 2i at 2 

Lameise, Thomas no Beckenham, Cowkeeper. Croydon. Pet July 24. 


Manning, Me oomea, Westminster chambers, Victoria st, Solicitor. 
High Court. Pet Aprili7. Ord May 2. Exam Sept 10 at 11 at 34, Lincoln’s inn 


fields 
Martin, James, Pemberton rd, Upper Holloway. High Court. Pet June 26. 
Ord Ord duly 5 24. Exam Se x 10 at 11 at 34, Lincoln’s inn fields 
Mellodew, Thomas, Oldham, Lancashire, Brick Manufacturer. Oldham. Pet 
aa 11. Ord July 22. Exam Aug 25 at 12.30 
, York, eg York. Pet July 25. Ord July 25. Exam 
Aue 10 at 12 at the Guildh all, York 
Patten. Henry, Croftdown rd, Gospel Oak. coh Court. PetJuly 13. Ord July 
24. Exam Spt 10 at 11 at 31, Lincoln’s inn field 
Pickering, ¢ oores an Leeds, Solicitor. Leeds. Pet July 25. Ord July 25. 
11 at 
Pigeons. 208 ohn, ie Land Agent. Leeds. Pet July 25. Ord July 25. Exam 
ug 11 a 
Pollard. cea: Wicghill, Yorkshire, out of business. York. Pet July 22. Ord 
July 23. Exam Aug 7 at 12 at Gui Idhall, York 
Preston, John, a Hatter. Reading. Pet July 21. Ord July 22, Exam 
ee 13 at 2 at Assize Courts, Reading 
y, Sarah Jane, Little Wonder, nr Harrogate,Grocer. York, Pet July 10. 
Ord Fal 24. Exam Aug 10 at 12 at Guildhall, eV ork 
Roberts, Sephorah, and John Hugh penertn. Bangor, Bootmakers. Bangor, 
Ro July 25. Ord July 25. Exam Sept 14 at 12.30 
r, eer Leeds, Organ Builder. eds. Pet July 25. Ord July 25. Exam 
ug 11 a 
8 zingfield, Jane, Wisbech Saint Peter, Cambridgeshire, Dealer in Fancy Goods. 
‘ A — 5 vane 23, Ord July 23. Exam Aug 10 at 11 at the Court 
—. 


Stroud, lng’ Len William, Reading, Saddler. Reading. Pet July 21. Ord July 
22, Exam Aug 13 at 2 at ’Assize Cour ts, Reading 

Turner, John Edwin, and James Robinson Gilson, Hyde, Cheshire, Hat Manu- 
factuters. Ashton under Lyne and Stalybridge. Pet July 23, Ord July 23. 

xam Aug 6 

Vaughan, Evan, Moorgate st, Auctioneer. High ‘ Court. Pet July 20. Ord July 
23, Exam Sept 10 at 11 at 34, Lincoln’s inn fiel¢ 

Walker, Robson, jun., Manchester, Merchant. High Court. Pet July 4. Ord 
July 25, Exam Sept 15 at 11 at 34, ‘Lincoln’s inn fields 

Watson, John, John Bevan Smith; and John Overend Watson, Bishopsgate st, 
Railway Contractors. High Court. Pet March 23, Ord July 23, Exam Sept 
10 at 11 at 34, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Wilkes, Charles, Brewood, Staffordshire, Baker.* Wolv erhampton. Pet July 24. 
Ord Jul uly 24. Exam Aug 9 

Williams, Thomas, Trevethin, Monmouthshire, Accountant. Newport, Mon. 
Pet July 20. Ord July 24. = a aes at ian 


Adams, Joseph, Abergavenny, Finn Bn ~ ng: Licensed Victualler. Aug 4 at 12, 
Official Receiver, Merthyr Tydfil 

Bacon, Robert James, Sunbury, Boot Dealer. Aug 5 at 11, 28 and 29, St 
Swithin’s lane 

Band, Martin, High st, New Brentford, Parchment Manufacturer, Aug 5 at 12. 
28 and 29, St Swithin’s lane 

Bickle, Henry, Flushdyke, Ossett, Yorkshire, Rag Merchant. Aug 5 at 3. 
Official Receiver, Bank chbrs, Batley 

Blake, Richard Porson, Ipswich, Corn Merchant. Aug 6 at 12. Official Receiver, 
2, Westgate at, Ipswich 

Burgess, Henry James, Wimbledon, Surrey, Fishmonger, Aug 5 ati, 28 and 
29, St Swithin’s lane 

Cartwright, John, Sandiacre, Derbyshire, Wheelwright. Aug Sat 3, Flying 
Horse Hotel, Nottingham 

Collingridge, James, Leman st, Whitechapel, Corn Dealer. Aug 5 at 2 383, 
Carey st. Lincoln's inn 

Elbourn, William, Bassingbourn, Cambridgeshire, Farmer. , Aug 7 at 12. Official 
Receiver, 5, Pott Cury, Cambridge 

Tejera, William John, York, Licensed Victualler. Aug 6ati. Official Receiver, 

York 

Frsrnenough, Thomas, Upperthorpe, Sheffield, Saw Maker, Aug 5 at 11, Official 

Receiver, Figtree lane, Shoftield 


iechter, ‘eee » Liverpool, Mill Furnisher, Aug 7 at®?, Official Receiver, 3, 
Victoria st, Lav erpool 
Foxcroft, William, Birmingham, Lamp Manufacturer. Aug 6 at 8. Official 
Recoiver, Bizeyaghem 
Glover, George, Lower Mitton, Stourport, Worcestershire, Shoomaker, Aug 2 
otedeene aAibers ubiooonos it root Wests Lat tershire, Farme 
» Leicoater Forest West, Oos! or, Aug Tt at a, 
lane, Loicoster ” 





Goodson, Robert, Whitwick, Leicestershire, out of business. Aug 6 at12. 23, 
Friar lane, Leicester 

Haines, Sarah Ann, Bournemouth, Lodging house Keeper. Aug 5 at 1. Criterion 
Hotel, eg 

Hanson, William Henry, Fentieet Yorkshire, Fruiterer. Aug6atii. Official 
Receiver, Ivegate chbrs, 

n, David, Dudley, Pu Public House Manager. Aug 6at 10.30. Official Re- 

ceiver, , Dudley 


Harwood, J: Gun ¥ Darwen, Lancashire, Grocer. Aug 4 at 11. Coun’ 
Court House, B Blackb: ™ - 7 


Hill, George, Grisheen. ‘ater Merchant. Aug5at 2.30. 39, Bond st, B: 
Holmes, Rev. Baptist James, + mere Yorkshire, Clerk. Aug 6 at 11. iat 


Receiver, New st, H el 
, Aberdare, Glamorganshire, Bootmaker. Aug 4 at 


er Dayid, A Matches 
ars oo John, Brynhelig. Lliandinam, Montgomeryshire, Farmer. Aug 6 at 
Receiver, Llanidloes, Montgome: 

Jack, Alexander, Liverpool, Engineer. Aug 11 at 2. Official Receiver, 35, 
Victoria st, Hy pa 1 

Jeffreys, — Lowther, Richmond Villas, Eglantine rd, Wandsworth, Blind 
Manufacti Ang San. ets ‘Lincoln’s inn 

Mellodew, Thomas, Ol Lancashire, Brick Manufacturer. Aug 4 at 4. Official 
Receiver, Py, chbrs, Oldham 

n, ork, Tobacconist. Aug 6at12. Official Receiver, York 
Penton, Josiah, mg mAgent. Augéat3. Official Receiver, 


Potier, ae New Kent rd, Egg Dealer. Aug 6 at 12. Bankruptcy 
bldgs, Portugal st, Hont rt. a fields 

ate. Henrietta, and Arthur Powell, Llanelly, Breconshire, Grocers. Aug 5 at 

cial Receiver, Merthyr Tydfil 

art SEGOEER, , Monmouthshire, Draper. Aug 5 at 12. Official Receiver, 

e 

fos oseph Papert, Throgmorton st, Commission Agent. Augéatil. 33, Carey 
f) incoln’s 

Smith, asqee, Liverpool, Clothier. Aug7at3. Official Receiver, 35, Victoria st, 

ool 


ve ; 
Barnes, Surrey, Widow. Aug 5 at3. Official 


Smith, Verona Thomas Christian, 
Receiver, 109, Victoria st, Westminster 
Street. B, Socsyt Bournemouth, Bootmaker. Augdati. Criterion Hotel, Bourne- 
mou’ 
to t, Richard Spencer, Bradford, Yorkshire, Wholesale Druggist. Aug7 at 
, Law Institute, Piccadi Piccadilly, Bradford ” 
Thomas, ohn, Penryn, Cornwall, Cordwainer. Aug 4 at 12. Official Receiver, 


ro 
Turner, John Edwin, and James Robinson Gilson, Hyde, Cheshire, Hat Manu- 
Srovarers. Augé6at 11. Official Receiver, Townhall chambers, Ashton under 


Wales’ . Joseph, Keswick. Cumberland, Accountant. Aug 10 at 2. Court house, 
Cockermouth 

Walton, James, Ra’ pp Ronseshien, Stonemason. Aug 4 at 3.30. Official 

Wemyss, by ae, Trefechan, Aberystwith, Innkeeper. Aug 5 at 3.30. 


Receiver. Bridge st, Man 
Townhall, 
Wilkes, Charles, Brew Staffordshire, Baker. Aug 19 at10. Official Receiver, 
St Peter’s Close, Wolver .. 
Williams, Thomas, Trevethin, thshire, Accountant. Aug7ati2. Official 
Receiver, Tredegar os My Hrthoeal Mon 
Me > aon, Fees, , Painter. Aug 4 at 1.30. Royal Hotel, 
es 
Williamson, aw Parker, Leeds, Bicycle Agent. Aug 6 at 12.30. Official 
Receiver, Birmingham 
The following amended notice is substituted for Sas published in the 
London Gazette of July 21 
Marsden, Francis, Sheffield, out of business, Aug sat: 12. Law Society’s Rooms, 
Bank st, Sheffield 


ADJUDICATIONS. 
Allcock, William wyinter, recone on Tyne, Ironmonger. Newcastle on Tyne. 
Pet June 13. Ord Jul 
Ashton, James, Waketicla. Joiner. Wakefield. Pet July 24. Ord July 24 
— 5  petuaaeae Doncaster, Commission Agent. Sheffield. Pet July 
Beilby, Jane, Doncaster, Beerhouse Keeper. Sheffield. Pet July 7. Ord 


Bentley, Wiliam Aldrington, Sussex, Clerk in Holy Oniers, Brighton. Pet 
une 
pont J Chasses Mortimer, Croydon, Surrey, Bookseller. Croydon. Pet June 17. 


Coonan. oun Ramsay, Canterbury, Chemist. Canterbury. Pet July 2 Ord 


Dat. . abert, and Freterick George Barley, . Fulham ni, Ironmongers. High Court. 
une 
Dixon ny a Croydon, Surrey, Dealer in Berlin Wools. Croydon. Pet June 4. 


Durose, nd Uttoxeter, out of business. Burton on Trent. Pet Aprilia. Ord 


May 

Green, 5 cha. Holme, | Huntingdonshire, Licensed Victualler. Peterborough Pet 
u ° 

iin nt, Wiliam, Henry, Bradford, Yorkshire, Fruiterer. Bradford. Pet July 


23. 
Heighten, William, and James H Kilburn, 
clahton, aye. os i James Het eighton, High rd, mm, Ironmongers. High 


Hensman, , Gnaries Duston, } Mertegtenhioe, Agricultural Implement 
Agent. eg + July 3 3. uly 35 

Hoyeard, William enry. N Manager of Cemevt Works. Notting-~ 
ham. a. J 

Jenner, Edward, 


Se ge LIS aay Hastings. Pet July 7. Oni 
July 


Jessup, George, Leeds, out of business. Leeds. Ret eats 2 2’. Ori July 3 
— Uleskelf, Yorkshire, Innkeeper. Pet July 3 Oni 
Ju 
comme, Henry, Leeds, Cloth Manufacturer. Leeds. Pet July ul. Oni 


5% Robert, Stockwell nd, Clerk of Works, High Oourt, Pet July 1 Oni 
a} yo 

Laurie, James, Bristol, Travelling Draper. Rristol. Pet Jaly & Ord July & 
Leech : Thomas, Neweastle wae a Shoe Maker. Hexiey, Basen and 
Tunstall, Pet bert Hast ®. Ond July w 
Bpomeemots, ¢ cee ngs, Angell ni, Brixton, Camedian, High Court. Pet 


July 17 
Daibaaten, Wane Bierdaind, Manchester. Pet July & Ord 


> RK, 

Miler, Arthur Harry, Hassocks gate, Sussex, Builder. Brighton. Pet July & 
ni July 

RO William, Ireby, Cumberland, Farmer. Carlile, Pet July at. Ord 


mT amantalvaedapaa , Stationer, Whitehaven. Pet Jaly & 
ree, Ectwin, Ramagate, Printer. Canterbury, Pet July 3 NM 
ton, Josiah, Abergavenny, Commission Agent, rekon RNS 





ee 
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Powell, Henriette, and Arthur Powell, Lisnelly, Grocers. Tredegar. Pet 


hE Ord July 25 


David, Aberystruth, Monmouthshire, Draper. Tredegar, Pet July 20. 


wi CURRENT TOPICS 
= —-y G, Union ct, Old Broad st, Shipper. High Court. Pet June 3. Ord pause To Crops BY G. 


Binvens George, _Senietiige Wells, Kent, Builder. Tonbridge Wells. Pet July 


13. Ord July 23 
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Hamilton, Shirehampton. nr Bristol, Colliery Proprietor. | CASES OF THE WEEK :— hie ngton y. Ditessuasien cooes 650 
Thomas, oa May 12. Ord July 24 CouRT OF APPEAL :— ea ms, Gecensed, Coppock 
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iles, John, coch, nr 
Swansea. ad Mar 24. ten 


righton, Dairy Keeper. Brighton. Pet Apr 9. Ord 


iN ANNULLED. 
oe p mm Glamorganshire, Farmer. 








the writer. 


Notices TO CORRESPONDENTS.— All communications intended for publication ( 
in the Soutcttors’ JOURNAL must be authenticated by the name and address of 








SCHWEITZER'S COCOATINA 


Arti- ie Cocoa or Chocolate Powder. 
ss Soluble Cocoa of the Finest Quality 
with the excess of fat extracted. 


sh ** the most nutritious, a 
sem y digestible be le beverage f Breakfast, Luncheon, of 
Supper, and invaluable for Invalids and Children. 
co eam 


richer choco! i 
fn tims at 1s. 6d., 38., 5s, Lag by Chemists and 
rocers, 


Charities on the Sole Proprietor. 
H Geuwenannt Ce.,i0 io daaeen en ee wy, 


EDE AND SON, 
ROBE DER - MAKERS, 


BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT, 


To Her a ~. Lord Chancellor, the Whole of the 
Judicial b, Corporation of London, &c, 


ROBES FOR QUEEN'S COUNSEL AND BARRISTERS. 


SOLICITORS’ GOWNS: 


Law Wigs and Gowns for , Town Clerks, 
and Clerks of the Peace. 


CORPORATION ROBES, UNIVERSITY & CLERGY GOWNS 
ESTABLISHED 1689, 


94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDOW. 





[HE — ZEALAND LAND MORT- 
AGE COMPANY, Limited. 
subscribed 


Capital £2,000,000. 

fully oe eo 
nade, Company’s loans are limi first-class free- 

= hold mortgages. a Suse Sous is Maised to 

H. J. Bristow, Esq. Sir Wit T. Power, 

W. K. Grauam, Esq. | K.C.B. 





4 per cent. for three and 
cent. for five years and upwards. Interest 











WAPPING, TOTTENHAM, and HIGH BARNET. 
By direction of Trustees, Executors, and Others. 


—_—. BAKER & SONS will SELL 
Lo ey UCTION, at the MART, on FRIDAY, 
Sarr 14, ak TWO, the following FREEHOLD 
WAPPING.—Freehola Ground-rents of £94 14s. sper 
annum, —_ from 15 capital elling-houses, 
1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 9, and 10, Prince’ eon. and Nos. 4, 
ji ¢& & and. 10, Sampson’ s-gardens, Hermitage- 
street, "with the reversion on September 29 — Fe 
to the rack rentals, moderately estimated at £463 12s. 
Sti annum.—Vendor’s Solicitors, Messrs. eno 
nes, & nee Dares ee 356, Oxford-street, 
— shold Ground-rent of £200 
on annum, amply secured upon the fully-licensed 
remises, known a the Railway Tavern (op ond 
en Sisters’ Station), at the peng of West 
road and age ppm t on eons for ty un- 


expired term 0’ ; the 
resent occupier for the lease was 212,500. at Clasce 
Bollettor, Wal Walter White, Esq., 1, Raymond’s-build- 


GH BARNET.— At a nominal soserve,, 1 Ld 
direction of Messrs, Sutton, who are retiring 
business.—Freehold House and Shop, inown as + <4 
Corn Exchange, h-street, in the centre of the 
Barnet —s a 


value £140 per annum; th possession 
Vendor's Bolictor, W. Few, =. 79, Borough 


at the Mart; of the respective nie 
aie te Auctioneers, 11, Queen Victo: 
street, EC. 





BELGRAVIA. 
Valuable long Leasehold Property, for Investment. 
meen. BDwIs ¥OX & BOUSFIELD 


will SELL, at the MART, on WEDNESDAY 
NEXT, Mth AUGUST. at TWO © gelock, in 1. Lots, ex- 
long LEAS VEST- 


coodingly valuable 

MEN gemqetang Sep sngee Sows heusss dis- 

tinguished as Nos. 44 and 43, uare, iadmir- 
situate in one of t RB ee 





The attention of Solicitors, Trustees, 
and others is particularly called to reatty ‘ 
for the Gisposal of Property of deceased and other 
in Of the frequency thetr 
Mesars. J. £0), are onatied to Intute te = 
Ceenites ot chert notice (it req ) 
ties Furniture heiA at ate houses, 
siuations lor Probate or “ . Terms on ap- 


| abl 
Be wis. | Cf = Sg ~-y pd 





tractive elevation, and contain ‘ample nooo accommmodation 


fw moderate first-class 
tenants at rents ae oe oe My —~ and 
held tor long terms Also 
two ranges of tal Stabling, Nos. 4! 42 re 45, 
Lr apy A the rear, each 
compr wstabling for three —. two coach- 
houses = Seemte and loft ae, Co sempensne 
bold tor lone cincunting 19 6300p fed ae, wn 
pete 4g oe ai » $8, 
Pon e Bocobad, & 








SALES FOR THE EAR 1885. 


ESSRS. DEBENHAM, TEWSON, 
FARMER, & BRIDGEWATER beg to announce 

that their SALES of LANDED ESTATES, Investments, 
Town, Suburban, and Country Houses, Business Premises, 
eg Land, Ground-rents, Advowsons, Reversions, 
Stocks, Shares, and other Properties, will be held at the 
Auction Mart, Tokenhouse-yard, near the Bank of Eng- 
land, in the City of London, as follows :— 


Tues., Aug 4 Tues., Aug 25 Tues., Nov 10 
Tues., Aug 11 Tues., Oct 6 Tues., Nov 24 
Tues., Aug 18 Tues., Oct 20 Tues., Dec 15 i 


ct 
Auctions can also be held on other days. In any case 
due notice should be given, in order to insure proper 
publicity; the period between such notice and the auc- 
tion must, of course, considerably depend upon the nature 
= na property intended to be sold.—80, Cheapside, 
mdon. 


SALES by AUCTION, at the MART, in AUGUST, by 
ESSRS. DEBENHAM, TE WSON 3 
FARMER, & BEIDGSW 4 rE A 
August 4. a a Hall Estate, be- 
e 


m and Braintree, 
pongeeees sanneion and several farms, 
in 1,511 acres. In 13 lots. 
rs 4.—No. 38, Tulse-hill, 8.W.—Residence, with 


possession. 

” 4.—Sutton, Surrey.—Capital Shops, 1 to 8, 
Park-terrace. Let at £490 per annum. 
Eight lots. 

” 4.—Nutfield, Surrey.—Freeholds. Detached 

dences, villas, and building land. 
Eleven lots. 
” 11. a 7 om -street, St. James’s.—Free- 
let on lease at £400 a 
i$ Prem order of trustees. 

” 11.—West Hampstead —Freeholds. Sandgate 
House and Hythe House, West End- 
lane, with possession. In two lots. 

” 11.— Lou, Raton, —Freeholds. The Poliards, a 

residence, with vineries, aio. 
and beeen Also 16a. 2r. 5p. of building 
land. In two lots. 

” 11.—No. 57, Bartholomew-road, Kentish Town. 
——— tached Residence, with pos- 


11. _st. Sohn? s-wood.—Detached Residence, 
90, Carlton-hill, with stabling and 
grounds, with possession. 

9 1.—Hawkhurst, Kent. —Freehold Residential 
Property, ce with stabling, 
farmery, and 50 ac 

9 11.—The Warnham Lodge Estate, Warnham, 
Surrey.—Freehold. Picturesque Resi- 
dence, with grounds, glasshouses. 
stabling, farmhouse, homestead, and 
pest, in all 97 acres, with possession ; 
. oase ee er Mil Farm, 29a. ir. 39p. In 

wo 

P 1.—Surbiton - Ping my Residence, Berry- 

lands Loi ge, The Avenue, with garden, 

let till Michaelmas, at £110. By order 


of trustees. 
13,—The Cliffe Park Estate, North Staffs.— 
By order of the Court of Chancery.— 
Freehold Mansion, grounds, park, forme, 
and lands, in all 754 acres. In 38 lots. 
At the North Staffordshire Hotel, Stoke- 


on-Trent, 

” 18,—Bournemouth, — Detached Residence, 
Sylvanhay. Manor-road, with stabling 
and grounds, let on lease’ at £2754 ro. 

” 18,—Camden-aquare, —No. 13, North 


ith possessions 
EO. nattodanal the ‘Auctioneers, 80, eusenieae, 
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